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Presidential  Documents 


Title  3 — The  President 

PROCLAMATION  4047 

World  Trade  Week,  1971 

By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 

A  Proclamation 

Trade  between  nations  is  an  expression  of  mutual  dependence  and  good 
will.  The  international  flow  of  goods  is  an  instrument  of  world  cooperation 
that  fosters  the  well-being  of  peoples. 

A  strong  position  in  world  trade  and  investment  has  become  a  basic 
pillar  of  the  American  economy.  It  also  helps  raise  the  standards  of 
living  of  other  peoples  of  the  world  by  making  more  widely  available  our 
advanced  technologies  and  our  capital. 

Now,  more  than  ever  before,  the  United  States  must  seek  to  strengthen 
its  role  as  a  key  supplier  to  the  global  marketplace.  An  increased  inter¬ 
national  effort  will  accelerate  foreign  exchange  earnings,  strengthen  the 
position  of  the  dollar  abroad  and  enable  us  to  meet  our  responsibilities  to 
the  international  community.  It  will  also  provide  added  stimulus  to  our 
economy  at  home  as  it  moves  towards  our  national  objective  of  full 
employment  through  increased  productivity. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  RICHARD  NIXON,  President  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  do  hereby  proclaim  the  week  beginning 
May  16,  1971,  as  World  Trade  Week,  and  I  call  upon  the  business 
community  and  the  American  people  to  consider  world  trade  as  an 
important  national  priority  which  warrants  their  attention  and  productive 
efforts.  I  request  that  appropriate  Federal,  State,  and  local  officials  co¬ 
operate  in  observing  that  week. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this  fifteenth 
day  of  April,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  seventy-one,  and 
of  the  Independence  of  the  United  States  of  America  the  one  hundred 
ninety-fifth. 

O' 

[FR  Doc.71-5486  Filed  4-15-71  ;4: 55  pm] 
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Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 
PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Temporary  Boards  and  Commissions 

Section  213.3199  is  amended  to  show 
that,  until  December  31,  1973,  positions 
at  GS-15  and  below  on  the  staff  of  the 
Commission  on  American  Shipbuilding 
are  excepted  under  Schedule  A.  Effec¬ 
tive  on  publication  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  (4-17-71),  paragraph  (1)  is  added 
to  §  213.3199  as  set  out  below. 

§  213.3199  Temporary  Boards  and  Com¬ 
missions. 

***** 

(1)  Commission  on  American  Ship¬ 
building.  (1)  Until  December  31,  1973, 
positions  at  GS-15  and  below  on  the 
staff  of  the  Commission. 

(5  U.S.C.  3301,  3302,  E.O.  10577;  3  CFR  1954- 
58  Comp.,  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission 
[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.71-5395  Filed  4-16-71;8:49  am] 


PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

Department  of  Labor 

Section  213.3315  is  amended  to  show 
that  one  position  of  Private  Secretary 
to  the  Deputy  Under  Secretary  for  Eco¬ 
nomic  Affairs  and  Program  Coordina¬ 
tion  is  excepted  under  Schedule  C.  Ef¬ 
fective  on  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  (4-17-71),  subparagraph  (21) 
is  added  to  paragraph  (a)  of  §  213.3315 
as  set  out  below. 

§  213.3315  Department  of  Labor. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  *  *  * 
(21)  One  Private  Secretary  to  the 
Deputy  Under.  Secretary  for  Economic 
Affairs  and  Program  Coordination. 
***** 

(5  U.S.C.  3301,  3302,  E.O.  10577;  3  CFR  1954- 
58  Comp.,  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission 
Tseal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.71-5394  Filed  4-16-71;8:49  am] 


PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Federal  Trade  Commission 

Section  213.3334  is  amended  to  show 
that  one  additional  position  of  Secretary 


to  the  Chairman  is  excepted  under 
Schedule  C.  Effective  on  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register  (4-17-71),  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  §  213.3334  is  amended  as 
set  out  below. 

§  213.3334  Federal  Trade  Commission, 
(a)  Two  Secretaries  to  the  Chairman. 
***** 

(5  U.S.C.  3301,  3302,  E.O.  10577;  3  CFR  1954- 
58  Comp.,  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[sealI  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

|FR  Doc.71-5393  Filed  4-16-71;  8:49  am] 

Title  9— ANIMALS  AND 
ANIMAL  PRODUCTS 

Chapter  I — Agricultural  Research 
Service,  Department  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  C — INTERSTATE  TRANSPORTATION 
OF  ANIMALS  AND  POULTRY 

[Docket  No.  71-543] 

PART  76— HOG  CHOLERA  AND 
OTHER  COMMUNICABLE  SWINE 
DISEASES 


westerly  direction  to  State  Highway  11; 
thence,  following  State  Highway  11  in  a 
northwesterly  direction  to  Secondary 
Road  1141;  thence,  following  Secondary 
Road  1141  in  a  northeasterly  direction 
to  Secondary  Road  1955;  thence,  follow¬ 
ing  Secondary  Road  1955  in  a  north¬ 
easterly  direction  to  Secondary  Road 
1957;  thence,  following  Secondary  Road 
1957  in  an  easterly  direction  to  Second¬ 
ary  Road  1141;  thence,  following  Sec¬ 
ondary  Road  1141  in  a  northeasterly  di¬ 
rection  to  State  Highway  50;  thence,  fol¬ 
lowing  State  Highway  50  in  a  southeast¬ 
erly  direction  to  Secondary  Road  1961; 
thence,  following  Secondary  Road  1961 
in  a  generally  northeasterly  direction  to 
its  junction  with  the  west  bank  of  the 
Northeast  Cape  Fear  River. 

2.  In  §  76.2,  the  reference  to  the  State 
of  Indiana  in  the  introductory  portion  of 
paragraph  (e)  and  paragraph  (e)(2)  re¬ 
lating  to  the  State  of  Indiana  are  deleted. 

3.  In  §  76.2,  the  reference  to  the  State 
of  Georgia  in  paragraph  (f)  is  deleted 
and  paragraph  (g)  is  amended  by  adding 
thereto  the  name  of  the  State  of 
Georgia. 

(Secs.  4-7,  23  Stat.  32,  as  amended,  secs.  1, 
2,  32  Stat.  791-792,  as  amended,  secs.  1-4,  33 
Stat.  1264,  1265,  as  amended,  sec.  1,  75  Stat. 
481,  secs.  3  and  11,  76  Stat.  130,  132;  21 
U.S.C.  111-113,  114g,  115,  117,  120,  121,  123- 
126,  134b,  134f;  29  F.R.  16210,  as  amended) 


Areas  Quarantined 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
May  29,  1884,  as  amended,  the  Act  of 
February  2,  1903,  as  amended,  the  Act  of 
March  3,  1905,  as  amended,  the  Act  of 
September  6,  1961,  and  the  Act  of  July 
2,  1962  (21  U.S.C.  111-113,  114g,  115,  117, 
120,  121,  123-126,  134b,  134f),  Part  76, 
Title  9,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  re¬ 
stricting  the  interstate  movement  of 
swine  and  certain  products  because  of 
hog  cholera  and  other  communicable 
swine  diseases,  is  hereby  amended  in  the 
following  respects: 

1.  In  §  76.2,  in  paragraph  (e)  (7)  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  State  of  North  Carolina,  a  new 
subdivision  (v)  relating  to  Duplin 
County  is  added  to  read: 

(7)  North  Carolina.  *  *  * 

(v)  That  portion  of  Duplin  County 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  the  west  bank  of  the  Northeast 
Cape  Fear  River  and  Secondary  Road 
1961 ;  thence,  following  the  west  bank  of 
the  Northeast  Cape  Fear  River  in  a  gen¬ 
erally  southerly  direction  to  State  High¬ 
way  50,  41;  thence,  following  State  High¬ 
way  50,  41  in  a  southwesterly  direction 
to  State  Highway  41;  thence,  following 
State  Highway  41  in  a  southwesterly  di¬ 
rection  to  Secondary  Road  1947;  thence, 
following  Secondary  Road  1947  in  a 
northwesterly  direction  to  Secondary 
Road  1953;  thence,  following  Secondary 
Road  1953  in  a  northeasterly  direc¬ 
tion  to  Secondary  Road  1102;  thence, 
following  Secondary  Road  1102  in  a 


Effective  date.  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ments  shall  become  effective  upon 
issuance. 

The  amendments  quarantine  a  portion 
of  Duplin  County,  N.C.,  because  of  the 
existence  of  hog  cholera.  This  action  is 
deemed  necessary  to  prevent  further 
spread  of  the  disease.  The  restrictions 
pertaining  to  the  interstate  movement  of 
swine  and  swine  products  from  or 
through  quarantined  areas  as  contained 
in  9  CFR  Part  76,  as  amended,  will  apply 
to  the  quarantined  portion  of  such 
County. 

The  amendments  also  exclude  a  por¬ 
tion  of  Delaware  County,  Ind.,  from 
the  areas  quarantined  because  of  hog 
cholera.  Therefore,  the  restrictions  per¬ 
taining  to  the  interstate  movement  of 
swine  and  swine  products  from  or 
through  quarantined  areas  as  contained 
in  9  CFR  Part  76,  as  amended,  will  not 
apply  to  the  excluded  area,  but  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  apply  to  the  quarantined  areas 
described  in  §  76.2(e).  Further,  the  re¬ 
strictions  pertaining  to  the  interstate 
movement  of  swine  and  swine  products 
from  nonquarantined  areas  contained  in 
said  Part  76  will  apply  to  the  area  ex¬ 
cluded  from  quarantine.  No  areas  in 
Indiana  remain  under  the  quarantine. 

The  amendments  delete  Georgia  from 
the  list  of  hog  cholera  eradication  States 
in  §76.2(f),  and  the  special  provisions 
pertaining  to  the  interstate  movement  of 
swine  and  swine  products  from  or  to  such 
eradication  States  are  no  longer  appli¬ 
cable  to  Georgia.  The  amendments  add 
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Georgia  to  the  list  of  hog  cholera  free 
States  in  §  76.2(g),  and  the  special  pro¬ 
visions  pertaining  to  the  interstate  move¬ 
ment  of  swine  and  swine  products  from 
or  to  such  free  States  are  applicable 
to  Georgia. 

Insofar  as  the  amendments  impose  cer¬ 
tain  further  restrictions  necessary  to  pre¬ 
vent  the  interstate  spread  of  hog  cholera, 
they  must  be  made  effective  immediately 
to  accomplish  their  purpose  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest.  Insofar  as  they  relieve  re¬ 
strictions,  they  should  be  made  effective 
promptly  in  order  to  be  of  maximum 
benefit  to  affected  persons.  It  does  not 
appear  that  public  participation  in  this 
rule  making  proceeding  would  make  ad¬ 
ditional  relevant  information  available 
to  this  Department. 

Accordingly,  under  the  administrative 
procedure  provisions  in  5  U.S.C.  553,  it  is 
found  upon  good  cause  that  notice  and 
other  public  procedure  with  respect  to 
the  amendments  are  impracticable,  un¬ 
necessary,  and  contrary  to  the  public  in¬ 
terest,  and  good  cause  is  found  for  mak¬ 
ing  them  effective  less  than  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  14th 
day  of  April  1971. 

F.  J.  Mulhern, 

Acting  Administrator, 
Agricultural  Research  Service. 

[FR  Doc.71-5415  Filed  4^16-71;8:50  am] 

Title  14— AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Transportation 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  70-EA-lll] 

PART  71—  DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 

CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  page  2789  of  the  Federal  Register 
for  February  10,  1971,  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  published  proposed 
regulations  which  would  alter  the  Mas- 
sena,  N.Y.,  transition  area  (35  F.R.  2219) . 

Interested  parties  were  given  30  days 
after  publication  in  which  to  submit 
written  data  or  views.  No  objections  to 
the  proposed  regulations  have  been 
received. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  proposed 
regulations  are  hereby  adopted  effective 
0901  G.m.t.,  May  27, 1971. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348;  sec.  6(c),  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C. 
1655(c)) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  March  29, 
1971. 

Wayne  Hendershot, 
Acting  Director,  Eastern  Region. 

Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  delete 
the  description  of  the  Massena,  N.Y„ 
transition  area  and  insert  the  following 
in  lieu  thereof ; 


That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  8.5  mile 
radius  of  the  center,  44°56’10''  N.,  74°50’50" 
W.  of  Richards  Field,  Massena,  N.Y.;  within 
3  miles  each  side  of  the  Massena,  VORTAC 
104“  radial  extending  from  the  8.5-mile- 
radius  area  to  8  miles  east  of  the  VORTAC, 
excluding  the  airspace  within  Canada. 

[FR  Doc.71-5356  Filed  4r-16-71;8:45  ami 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  70-EA-115] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and 
Transition  Area 

On  page  2790  of  the  Federal  Register 
for  February  10,  1971,  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  published  proposed 
regulations  which  would  alter  the 
Bangor,  Maine  (35  F.R.  2059),  and  Old 
Town,  Maine  (35  F.R.  2108),  control 
zones  and  Bangor,  Maine,  transition  area 
(35  F.R.  2144). 

Interested  parties  were  given  30  days 
after  publication  in  which  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data  or  views.  No  objections  to  the 
proposed  regulations  have  been  received. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  proposed 
regulations  are  hereby  adopted  effective 
0901  G.m.t.,  May  27, 1971. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 

72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348;  sec.  6(c),  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act  49  U.S.C. 
1655(c)) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  March  29, 
1971. 

Wayne  Hendershot, 
Acting  Director,  Eastern  Region. 

1.  Amend  §  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to: 

(a)  Delete  the  description  of  the  Ban¬ 
gor,  Maine  control  zone,  and  insert  the 
following  in  lieu  thereof : 

Within  a  5-mile  radiua  of  the  center, 
44°48'28"  N.,  68°49'41"  W.  of  Bangor  Inter¬ 
national  Airport,  Bangor,  Maine;  within  2.5 
miles  each  side  of  the  Bangor,  Maine,  VOR 
TAC  318°  radial,  extending  from  the  5-mile- 
radius  zone  to  8  miles  northwest  of  the 
VORTAC;  within  a  1-mile  radius  of  the  cen¬ 
ter,  44°53'56"  N.,  69°01'12''  W.  of  Levant 
Private  Landing  Area,  West  Levant,  Maine; 
within  3.5  miles  each  side  of  the  Bangor  ILS 
localizer  southeast  course,  extending  from 
the  5-mile-radius  zone  to  11.5  miles  south¬ 
east  of  the  OM. 

(b)  Delete  the  description  of  the  Old 
Town,  Maine,  control  zone,  and  Insert 
the  following  in  lieu  thereof: 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  the  center, 
44°57'15”  N„  68°40’30"  W.  of  De  Witt  Field- 
Old  Town  Municipal  Airport,  Old  Town, 
Maine;  within  1.5  miles  each  side  of  the 
Bangor,  Maine,  VORTAC  052°  radial,  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  5-mile-radius  zone  to  the 
VORTAC;  within  3.5  miles  each  side  of  the 
Bangor  VORTAC  050°  radial,  extending  from 
the  5-mile-radius  zone  to  23.5  miles  north¬ 
east  of  the  VORTAC;  within  3.5  miles  each 
side  of  the  028°  bearing  and  the  208°  bearing 
from  the  Old  Town,  Maine,  RBN,  45°00'24" 
N„  68°38'02"  W.,  extending  from  the  5-mile- 
radius  zone  to  10.5  miles  northeast  of  the 
RBN,  excluding  the  portion  which  coincides 
with  the  Bangor,  Maine  zone. 


2.  Delete  the  description  of  the  Ban¬ 
gor,  Maine  700-foot  floor  transition  area 
and  insert  the  following  in  lieu  thereof: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  8.5  mile 
radius  arc  of  the  center,  44°48'28"  N., 
68049'41”  W.  of  Bangor  International  Air¬ 
port,  Bangor,  Maine,  extending  clockwise 
from  245°  to  093°;  within  a  12-mile-radius 
arc  of  Bangor  International  Airport,  extend¬ 
ing  clockwise  from  093°  to  245°;  within  3 
miles  each  side  of  the  Bangor,  Maine, 
VORTAC  318°  radial,  extending  from  the 
VORTAC  to  9  miles  northwest  of  the 
VORTAC;  within  4.5  miles  northeast  and  9.5 
miles  southwest  of  the  Bangor  International 
Airport  ILS  localizer  southeast  course, 
extending  from  the  OM  to  18.5  miles  south¬ 
east  of  the  OM;  within  a  5-mile  radius  of 
the  center,  44‘>57'15"  N„  68°40'30''  W.  of 
De  Witt  Field — Old  Town  Municipal  Airport, 
Old  Town,  Maine;  within  1.5  miles  each  side 
of  the  Bangor  VORTAC  052°  radial  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  De  Witt  Field — Old  Town 
Municipal  Airport  5-mile-radius  area  to  the 
VORTAC;  within  4  miles  each  side  of  the 
Bangor  VORTAC  050°  radial,  extending  from 
the  De  Witt  Field— Old  Town  Municipal  Air¬ 
port  5-mile-radius  area  to  25.5  miles  north¬ 
east  of  the  VORTAC;  within  3.5  miles  each 
side  of  the  028°  bearing  and  the  208°  bearing 
from  the  Old  Town,  Maine,  RBN  45°00'24" 
N.,  68°38'02''  W.,  extending  from  the  De  Witt 
Field — Old  Town  Municipal  Airport  5-mlle- 
radius  area  to  10.5  miles  northeast  of  the 
RBN;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  De  Witt 
Field — Old  Town  Municipal  Airport  runway 
22  centerline  extended  from  the  DeWitt 
Field — Old  Time  Municipal  Airport  5-mile- 
radius  area  to  6  miles  south  of  the  end  of 
the  runway;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
De  Witt  Field — Old  Town  Municipal  Airport 
runway  33  centerline  extended  from  the 
DeWitt  Field — Old  Time  Municipal  Airport 
5-mile-radius  area  to  6  miles  northwest  of 
the  end  of  the  runway;  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  De  Witt  Field— Old  Town  Munici¬ 
pal  Airport  runway  15  centerline  extended 
from  the  De  Witt  Field — Old  Town  Municipal 
Airport  5-mile-radius  area  to  5  miles  south¬ 
east  of  the  end  of  the  runway. 

[FR  Doc.71-5357  Filed  4-16-71;8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  70-EA-120] 

part  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 

CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  page  2789  of  the  Federal  Register 
for  February  10,  1971,  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  published  proposed 
regulations  which  would  designate  a 
Potsdam,  N.Y.,  transition  area. 

Interested  parties  were  given  30  days 
after  publication  in  which  to  submit 
written  data  or  views.  No  objections  to 
the  proposed  regulations  have  been 
received. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  proposed 
regulations  are  hereby  adopted  effective 
0901  G.m.t.,  May  27, 1971. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348;  sec.  6(c) ,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C.  1655 
<c)) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  March  29, 
1971. 

Wayne  Hendershot, 
Acting  Director,  Eastern  Region, 
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Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  desig¬ 
nate  the  Potsdam,  N.Y.,  transition  area 
described  as  follows: 

Potsdam,  N.Y. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6.5  mile 
radius  of  the  center  of  Potsdam  Municipal 
(Damon  Field)  Airport  44°40'30''  N., 

74°57'00”  W. 

[FR  Doc.71-5358  Filed  4-16-71;8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  70-EA-121] 

PART  71— designation  of  federal 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  page  2790  of  the  Federal  Register 
for  February  10,  1971,  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  published  proposed 
regulations  which  would  designate  a  New 
Castle,  Pa.,  transition  area. 

Interested  parties  were  given  30  days 
after  publication  in  which  to  submit 
written  data  or  views.  No  objections  to 
the  proposed  regulations  have  been 
received. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  proposed 
regulations  are  hereby  adopted  effective 
0901  G.m.t.,  May  27,  1971. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348;  sec.  6(c) ,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act,  49  UB.C. 
1655(c)) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  March  29, 
1971. 

Wayne  Hendershot, 
Acting  Director,  Eastern  Region. 

Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
designate  a  New  Castle,  Pa.,  transition 
area  described  as  follows: 

New  Castle,  Pa. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  Burface  within  an  8-mile 
radius  of  the  center  (41  *01 '34”  N., 

80°24'49”  W.)  of  New  Castle  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  New  Castle,  Pa.;  within  3  miles  each 
side  of  the  Castle  VOR  (41°01'32”  N„ 
80“24'58”  W.)  043°  radial,  extending  from 
the  VOR  to  8.5  miles  northeast  and  within 
3  miles  each  side  of  the  Castle  VOR  217* 
radial,  extending  from  the  VOR  to  8.5  miles 
southwest. 

[FR  Doc.71-5359  Filed  4-16-71; 8:46  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  71-EA-l] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  page  3017  of  the  Federal  Register 
for  February  13,  1971,  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  published  proposed 
regulations  which  would  designate  a 
State  of  Delaware  transition  area  and 
revoke  the  Baltimore,  Md.  (35  F.R.  2143) , 
Patuxent  River,  Md.  (NAS)  (35  Fit. 
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2241),  and  Chincoteague,  Va.  (35  Fit. 
2160)  1,200-foot  transition  areas. 

Interested  parties  were  given  30  days 
after  publication  in  which  to  submit 
written  data  or  views.  No  objections  to 
the  proposed  regulations  have  been 
received. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  proposed 
regulations  are  hereby  adopted  effective 
0901  G.m.t.,  June  24,  1971. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348;  sec.  6(c),  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C. 
1655(c)) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  March  29, 
1971. 

Wayne  Hendershot, 
Acting  Director,  Eastern  Region. 

Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  as  follows: 

Delaware 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from 
1,200  feet  above  the  surface  within  the 
boundary  of  the  State  of  Delaware  includ¬ 
ing  the  offshore  airspace  within  3  nautical 
miles  and  parallel  to  the  shoreline. 

2.  The  following  transition  areas  are 
altered  by  deleting  the  portions  which 
designate  airspace  with  a  floor  of  1,200 
feet  above  the  surface: 

Baltimore,  Md. 

Patuxent  River,  Md.,  NAS. 

Chincoteague,  Va. 

[FR  Doc.71-5360  Filed  4-16-71;8 :46  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  71-EA-3] 

PART  71— designation  of  federal 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 

CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  page  3016  of  the  Federal  Register 
for  February  13,  1971,  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  published  proposed 
regulations  which  would  alter  the  Bal¬ 
timore,  Md.,  transition  area  (35  F.R. 
2143). 

Interested  parties  were  given  30  days 
after  publication  in  which  to  submit 
written  data  or  views.  No  objections  to 
the  proposed  regulations  have  been 
received. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  proposed 
regulations  are  hereby  adopted  effective 
0901  G.m.t.,  May  27,  1971. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348;  Bee.  6(c),  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C. 
1655(c)) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  March  29, 
1971. 

Wayne  Hendershot, 
Acting  Director,  Eastern  Region. 

Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  alter 
the  Baltimore,  Md.,  700-foot  floor  tran¬ 
sition  area  as  follows: 

In  the  description  of  the  700 -foot  floor 
transition  area,  following:  “to  the  035* 
radial”,  add:  within  a  6.5-mile  radius 
of  the  center.  39°05'04''  N.,  76*45'37"  W„ 
of  Tipton  AAF,  Fort  Meade,  Md.,  and 


within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  091’  bear¬ 
ing  from  the  Fort  Meade,  Md.,  RBN, 
39°05'04”  N.,  76°45'37”  W..  extending 
from  the  6.5-mile-radius  area  to  8.5 
miles  east  of  the  RBN.” 

[FR  Doc.71-5361  Filed  4-16-71;8:46  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  71-SO-16] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 

CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  February  25,  1971,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (36  F.R.  3473),  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  was  considering  an  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  that  would  designate  the  Baxley, 
Ga.,  transition  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  the  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t., 

June  24,  1971,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.181  (36  F.R.  2140),  the  follow¬ 
ing  transition  area  is  added: 

Baxley,  Ga. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mlle  radius 
of  Baxley  Municipal  Airport  (lat.  31“42'50” 
N.,  long.  82”23'25"  W.);  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  Alma  VORTAC  028“  radial,  extending 
from  the  5-mile-radlus  area  to  8  miles  north 
of  the  VORTAC. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
49  U.S.C.  1348(a);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C.  1655(c)) 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  April  7, 
1971. 

Gordon  A.  Williams,  Jr., 
Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 
[FR  Doc.71-6362  Filed  4-16-71; 8:46  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  71-SO-17] 

PART  71— designation  of  federal 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  February  25,  1971,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (36  F.R.  3473),  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
was  considering  an  amendment  to  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
that  would  alter  the  Madison,  Ga., 
transition  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  the  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
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amended,  effective  0901  O.m.t.,  June  24, 
1971,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.181  (36  F.R.  2140),  the  Madison, 
Ga.,  transition  area  is  amended  to  read: 
Madison,  Ga. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6.5-mile 
radius  of  Madison  Municipal  Airport  (lat. 
33°36'46''  N.,  long.  83°27'41"  W.). 

(Sec.  307(a) ,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  49 
U.S.C.  1348(a);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ) 

Issued  in  East  Point.  Ga.,  on  April  7, 
1971. 

Gordon  A.  Williams,  Jr., 
Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 
[FR  Doc.71-5363  Filed  4^16-71:8:46  ami 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  71-SO-18] 

PART  71  — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  February  25,  1971,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (36  F.R.  3474),  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  was  considering  an  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  that  would  alter  the  Jefferson,  Ga., 
transition  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  the  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 


Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  that  would  alter  the  Gainesville, 
Ga.,  transition  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  the  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 

Subsequent  to  publication  of  the  no¬ 
tice,  the  name  of  “Gainesville  Municipal 
Airport”  was  changed  to  “Lee  Gilmer 
Memorial  Airport.”  It  is  necessary  to 
alter  the  description  to  reflect  this  name 
change.  Since  this  amendment  is  edito¬ 
rial  in  nature,  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure  hereon  are  unnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t., 

June  24,  1971,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.181  (36  F.R.  2140) ,  the  Gaines¬ 
ville,  Ga.,  transition  area  is  amended  to 
read: 

Gainesville,  Ga. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  8.5-mile 
radius  of  Lee  Gilmer  Memorial  Airport  (lat. 
34°16'37''  N..  long.  83*49'42”  W.);  within 
9.5  miles  southeast  and  4.5  miles  northwest 
of  the  216*  bearing  from  Gainesville  RBN 
(lat.  34'16'30”  N.,  long.  83°49'56”  W.),  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  RBN  to  18.6  miles  south¬ 
west:  excluding  the  portion  within  the 
Lawrenceville,  Ga.,  transition  area. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
49  U.S.C.  1348(a);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ) 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  April  8, 
1971. 

Gordon  A.  Williams,  Jr., 
Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.71-5365  Filed  4-16-71:8:46  am] 


RBN,  extending  from  the  6.5-mile-radius 
area  to  8.5  miles  north,  northeast,  and 
northwest  of  the  RBN  *  *  *.”  is  deleted 
and  “  *  *  *  within  3  miles  each  side  of  the 
322°  bearing  from  Apalachicola  RBN,  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  6.5-mile-radius  area 
to  8.5  miles  northwest  of  the  RBN  *  *  *.” 
is  substituted  therefor. 

(Sec.  307  (a) ,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
49  U.S.C.  1348(a);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C.  1655(c)) 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  April  7, 
1971. 

Gordon  A.  Williams,  Jr., 
Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.71-5366  Filed  4-16-71;8:46  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  71-SW-14] 

PART  71 — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zones  and 
Transition  Area 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
alter  the  description  of  the  Shreveport, 
La.,  control  zones  and  transition  area. 

The  present  control  zone  and  transi¬ 
tion  area  descriptions  include  specific 
reference  to  the  Greater  Shreveport 
Municipal  Airport;  however,  the  name  of 
this  airport  has  now  been  changed  to 
Shreveport  Regional  Airport. 

As  this  amendment  imposes  no  addi¬ 
tional  burden  on  any  person,  notice  and 
public  procedures  hereon  are  unneces¬ 
sary  and  the  amendment  may  be  effec¬ 
tive  immediately. 


In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  June  24, 
1971,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.181  (36  F.R.  2140),  the  Jeffer¬ 
son,  Ga.,  transition  area  is  amended  to 
read: 

Jefferson,  Ga. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6.5-mile 
radius  of  Jackson  County  Airport  (lat. 
34*10'29”  N„  long.  83*33'37“  W.). 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
49  U.S.C.  1348(a):  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ) 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  April  7, 
1971. 

Gordon  A.  Williams,  Jr., 
Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.71-5364  Filed  4-16-71:8:46  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  71-60-19] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  71-SO-58] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  to  alter  the  Apalachicola,  Fla,  transi¬ 
tion  area. 

The  Apalachicola  transition  area  is  de¬ 
scribed  in  §71.181  (36  F.R.  2140  and 
4374) .  In  the  description,  extensions  are 
predicated  on  the  012°  and  049°  bear¬ 
ings  from  Apalachicola  RBN.  The  instru¬ 
ment  approach  procedures  for  which 
these  extensions  provide  controlled  air¬ 
space  protection  will  be  canceled,  effec¬ 
tive  May  6,  1971.  It  is  necessary  to  alter 
the  description  to  delete  these  two  ex¬ 
tensions.  Since  this  amendment  lessens 
the  burden  on  the  public,  notice  and  pub¬ 
lic  procedure  hereon  are  unnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  May  6, 
1971,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 


In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended,  effective  immediately, 
as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.171  (36  F.R.  2055)  and  in  §  71.- 
181  (36  F.R.  2140),  the  Shreveport,  La. 
(Barksdale  AFB),  Shreveport,  La. 
(Downtown  Airport),  and  Shreveport, 
La.  (Greater  Shreveport  Airport),  con¬ 
trol  zones  and  the  Shreveport,  La.,  tran¬ 
sition  area  are  amended  by  deleting 
“Greater  Shreveport  Municipal  Airport” 
and  substituting  “Shreveport  Regional 
Airport”  therefor  wherever  it  appears. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
49  U.S.C.  1348;  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C.  1655(c)) 


Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on  April  9, 
1971. 


R.  V.  Reynolds, 

Acting  Director,  Southwest  Region. 


[FR  Doc.71-5367  Filed  4-16-71;8 :46  am] 


[Docket  No.  10985;  Amdt.  7521 

PART  97— STANDARD  INSTRUMENT 
APPROACH  PROCEDURES 


Miscellaneous  Amendments 


On  February  26,  1971,  a  notice  of  pro-  In  §71.181  (36  F.R.  2140),  the  Apa-  This  amendment  to  Part  97  of  the  Fed- 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the  lachicola,  Fla.  transition  area  (36  F.R.  eral  Aviation  Regulations  incorporates  by 
Federal  Register  (36  F.R.  3528) ,  stating  4374)  is  amended  as  follows:  “*  *  *  reference  therein  changes  and  additions 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Administra-  within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  012°,  049°,  to  the  Standard  Instrument  Approach 
tion  was  considering  an  amendment  to  and  322°  bearings  from  Apalachicola  Procedures  (SIAPs)  that  were  recently 
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adopted  by  the  Administrator  to  pro¬ 
mote  safety  at  the  airports  concerned. 

The  complete  SIAPs  for  the  changes 
and  additions  covered  by  this  amend¬ 
ment  are  described  in  PAA  Forms  3139, 
8260-3,  8260-4,  or  8260-5  and  made  a 
part  of  the  public  rule  making  dockets  of 
the  FAA  in  accordance  with  the  proce¬ 
dures  set  forth  in  Amendment  No.  97-696 
(358 F.R.  5610). 

SIAPs  are  available  for  examination 
at  the  Rules  Docket  and  at  the  National 
Flight  Data  Center,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  800  Independence  Avenue 
SW.,  Washington,  DC  20590.  Copies  of 
SIAPs  adopted  in  a  particular  region 
are  also  available  for  examination  at 
the  headquarters  of  that  region.  Indi¬ 
vidual  copies  of  SIAPs  may  be  purchased 
from  the  FAA  Public  Document  Inspec¬ 
tion  Facility,  HQ-405,  800  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20590,  or 
from  the  applicable  FAA  regional  office 
in  accordance  with  the  fee  schedule  pre¬ 
scribed  in  49  CFR  7.85.  This  fee  is  pay¬ 
able  in  advance  and  may  be  paid  by 
check,  draft  or  postal  money  order  pay¬ 
able  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  United 
States.  A  weekly  transmittal  of  all  SLAP 
changes  and  additions  may  be  obtained 
by  subscription  at  an  annual  rate  of 
$125  per  annum  from  the  Superintend¬ 
ent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government 
Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  amendment, 

I  find  that  further  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  is  impracticable  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  it  effective  in 
less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
97  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended  as  follows,  effective  on  the  dates 
specified. 

1.  Section  97.11  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising  or  canceling  the  follow¬ 
ing  L/MF-ADFCNDB)  -VOR  SIAPs,  ef¬ 
fective  May  13, 1971: 

Lanai  City,  Hawaii — Lanai  Airport;  VOR-1, 
Amdt.  3;  Canceled. 

2.  Section  97.13  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising  or  canceling  the  follow¬ 
ing  Ter  VOR  SIAPs,  effective  May  13, 
1971: 

Douglas,  Arlz. — Bisbee-Douglas  International 
Airport;  VOR  R-319,  Original;  Canceled. 

3.  Section  97.15  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising,  or  canceling  the  follow¬ 
ing  VOR/DME  SIAPs,  effective  May  13, 
1971: 

Yakutat,  Alaska — Yakutat  Airport;  VOR/ 
DME-3,  Amdt.  3;  Canceled. 

4.  Section  97.21  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising,  or  canceling  the  follow¬ 
ing  L/MF  SIAPs,  effective  May  13,  1971: 
Yakutat,  Alaska — Yakutat  Airport;  LFR-A, 

Amdt.  9;  Revised. 

5.  Section  97.23  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising,  or  canceling  the  follow¬ 
ing  VOR-VOR/DME  SIAPs,  effective 
May  13,  1971: 

Bangor,  Maine — Bangor  International  Air¬ 
port;  VOR  Runway  15,  Amdt.  4;  Revised. 
Douglas,  Ariz. — Bisbee-Douglas  International 
Airport;  VOR  Runway  17,  Original;  Estab¬ 
lished. 


Dublin,  Ga. — Dublin  Municipal  Airport; 

VOR— A,  Amdt.  3;  Revised. 

Fayetteville,  N.C. — Fayetteville  Municipal 
(Grannis  Field) ;  VOR  Runway  3,  Amdt.  7; 
Revised. 

Kailua-Kona,  Hawaii — Ke-ahole  Airport; 

VOR  Runway  17,  Original;  Canceled. 
Kailua-Kona,  Hawaii — Ke-ahole  Airport; 

VOR  Runway  35,  Original;  Canceled. 

Lanai  City,  Hawaii — Lanai  Airport;  VOR-A, 
Original;  Established. 

Robbinsville,  N.J. — T  r  e  n  t  o  n-Robbinsville 
Airport;  VOR  Runway  28,  Amdt.  4;  Revised. 
Santa  Rosa,  Calif. — Sonoma  County  Airport; 

VOR  Runway  32,  Amdt.  4;  Revised. 

Yakutat,  Alaska — Yakutat  Airport;  VOR 
Runway  11,  Amdt.  6;  Revised. 

Yakutat,  Alaska — Yakutat  Airport;  VOR 
Runway  29,  Amdt.  2;  Revised. 

Annette  Island,  Alaska — Annette  Airport; 

VORTAC  Runway  30,  Amdt.  3;  Revised. 
Douglas,  Ariz. — Bisbee-Douglas  International 
Airport;  VOR/DME  Runway  17,  Original; 
Established. 

Kailua-Kona,  Hawaii — Ke-ahole  Airport; 

VORTAC  Runway  17,  Original;  Established. 
Kailua-Kona,  Hawaii — Ke-ahole '  Airport; 

VORTAC  Runway  35,  Original;  Established. 
Oxnard,  Calif. — Ventura  County  Airport 
VOR/DME  Runway  7,  Original;  Estab¬ 
lished. 

6.  Section  97.25  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising,  or  canceling  the  follow¬ 
ing  LOC-LDA  SIAPs,  effective  May  13, 
1971: 

Miami,  Fla. — Miami  International  Airport; 

LOC  (BC)  Runway  9R,  Amdt.  5;  Revised. 
Miami,  Fla. — Miami  International  Airport; 
Parallel  LOC  (BC)  Runway  9R,  Amdt.  1; 
Revised. 

Miami,  Fla. — Miami  International  Airport; 

LOC  (BC)  Runway  27R,  Amdt.  6;  Revised. 
Miami,  Fla. — Miami  International  Airport; 
Parallel  LOC  (BC)  Runway  27R,  Amdt.  1; 
Revised. 

Morristown,  N.J. — Morristown  Municipal 
Airport;  LOC  Runway  23,  Amdt.  1;  Revised. 

7.  Section  97.27  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising  or  canceling  the  follow¬ 
ing  NDB/ADF  SIAPs,  effective  May  13, 
1971: 

Bangor,  Maine — Bangor  International  Air¬ 
port;  NDB  Runway  33,  Amdt.  2;  Revised. 
Fayetteville,  N.C. — Fayetteville  Municipal/ 
(Grannis  Field);  NDB  Runway  3,  Amdt.  5; 
Revised. 

Miami,  Fla. — Miami  International  Airport; 

NDB  Runway  9L,  Amdt.  8;  Revised. 
Morristown,  N.J. — Morristown  Municipal  Air¬ 
port;  NDB  Runway  5,  Amdt.  7;  Revised. 
Morristown,  N.J. — Morristown  Municipal  Air¬ 
port;  NDB  Runway  23,  Amdt.  1;  Revised. 
Rutland,  Vt. — Rutland  State  Airport;  NDB- A, 
Amdt.  2;  Revised. 

8.  Section  97.29  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  ILS,  SIAPs,  effective  May  13, 
1971: 

Bangor,  Maine — Bangor  International  Air¬ 
port;  ILS  Runway  33.  Amdt.  5;  Revised. 
Fayetteville,  N.C. — Fayetteville  Municipal 
(Grannis  Field);  ILS  Runway  3,  Amdt.  5; 
Revised. 

Keene,  N.H. — Dillant  Hopkins  Airport;  ILS 
Runway  2,  Amdt.  3;  Revised. 

Miami,  Fla. — Miami  International  Airport; 

ILS  Runway  9L,  Amdt.  8;  Revised. 

Miami,  Fla. — Miami  International  Airport; 

Parallel  ILS  Runway  9L,  Amdt.  2;  Revised. 
Miami,  Fla. — Miami  International  Airport; 

Parallel  ILS  Runway  27L,  Amdt.  1;  Revised. 
Miami.  Fla. — Miami  International  Airport; 
ILS  Runway  27L,  Amdt.  8;  Revised. 


(Secs.  307,  313,  601,  1110,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958.  49  U.S.C.  1438,  1354,  1421,  1510; 
sec.  6(c) ,  Department  of  Transportation  Act, 
49  U.S.C.  1655(c) .  5  U.S.C.  552(a)  (1)  ) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April  7, 
1971. 

James  F.  Rudolph, 

Director, 

Flight  Standards  Service. 

Note:  Incorporation  by  reference  pro¬ 
visions  in  §§  97.10  and  97.20  (35  F.R. 
5610)  approved  by  the  Director  of  the 
Federal  Register  on  May  12,  1969. 

[FR  Doc.71-5220  Filed  4-16-71;8:45  am] 


Chapter  II — Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

SUBCHAPTER  A— ECONOMIC  REGULATIONS 

[Reg.  ER-682;  Amdt.  19] 

PART  207— CHARTER  TRIPS  AND 
SPECIAL  SERVICES 

Scope  of  Authorization 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  13th  day  of  April  1971. 

In  ER-659*  the  Board  determined  in 
substance  that  uniform  charter  regula¬ 
tions  should  be  established  applicable  to 
all  types  of  charters  (except  inclusive 
tour  charters)  performed  by  all  classes 
of  carriers  pursuant,  in  the  case  of  air 
carriers,  to  their  basic  certificate  author¬ 
ity  or  section  401(e)(6)  of  the  Act.  So 
far  as  Part  207  is  concerned,  this  deter¬ 
mination  was  implemented  by  ER-660.a 

It  is  noted,  however,  that  our  imple¬ 
mentation  of  this  determination  may 
have  been  ambiguous  in  light  of  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  §  207.3  which  were  not  revised. 
Until  the  recent  revision.  Part  207  argu¬ 
ably  governed  only  those  operations 
which  were  conducted  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  401(e)(6)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act.  Irrespective  of  the  past  coverage 
of  the  part,  the  Board  has  now  deter¬ 
mined  that  those  charter  trips  which 
are  conducted  pursuant  to  certificate 
authority  likewise  should  be  governed 
by  Part  207  for  purposes  of  determining 
the  types  of  services  which  properly  can 
be  afforded  to  the  public  as  charter  serv¬ 
ices  over  the  carriers’  regular  routes. 
Section  207.3  fixed  the  prior  scope  of 
Part  207  by  specifying  that  an  air  car¬ 
rier  shall  not  perform  any  air  transporta¬ 
tion  other  than  as  specified  by  §  207.3 
“except  in  conformity  with  its  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity,  or 
with  a  special  or  general  exemption  is¬ 
sued  by  the  Board.”  To  carry  out  our 
intent  to  subject  all  charter  services  to 
the  provisions  of  Part  207,  it  is  appropri¬ 
ate  to  amend  §  207.3  to  specify  that 
charter  trips  conducted  under  certificate 
authority  shall  likewise  be  deemed  to 
constitute  “on-route”  charters  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  part.’ 

Since  the  rule  herein  is  interpretive 
and  of  clarifying  character,  notice  and 


1  Adopted  Jan.  29  and  effective  Apr.  6, 1971. 
•Id. 

•  By  ER-683,  Issued  contemporaneously 
herewith,  5  212.4  (Scope  of  authorization)  of 
Part  212  Is  being  amended  for  similar  reasons. 
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public  procedure  Is  unnecessary,  and  the 
rule  will  be  made  effective  immediately. 

Accordingly,  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  hereby  amends  §  207.3  of  Part  207 
of  its  Economic  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  207)  effective  April  13,  1971,  to 
read  as  follows : 

§  207.3  Scope  of  authorization. 

Off -route  charter  trips  and  other 
special  services,  and  on-route  charters, 
may  be  performed  by  air  carriers,  sub¬ 
ject,  however,  to  the  limitations  and 
regulations  set  forth  in  this  part.  The 
limitations  and  regulations  herein  speci¬ 
fied  as  applicable  to  charter  trips  shall 
be  applicable  to  all  charter  trips  irrespec¬ 
tive  of  whether  the  authority  to  conduct 
such  trips  derives  from  section  401(e) 

(6)  of  the  Act  or  the  carrier’s  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  or 
from  a  special  or  general  exemption  is¬ 
sued  by  the  Board. 

(Sec.  204(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
as  amended,  72  Stat.  743;  49  U.S.C  1324) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary 

|FR  Doc.71-5408  Filed  4-16-71;8 :50  am] 

[Reg.  ER-683;  Amdt.  11] 

PART  212— CHARTER  TRIPS  BY 
FOREIGN  AIR  CARRIERS 

Scope  of  Authorization 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
.Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  13th  day  of  April  1971. 

Foreign  air  carrier  permits  have  al¬ 
ways  been  deemed  to  authorize  on-route 
charters.1  And  in  the  Foreign  Off- 
Route  Charter  Investigation !  the  Board 
amended  outstanding  foreign  permits  to 
authorize  the  holders  to  engage  in  off- 
route  charter  trips  subject  to  the  terms, 
conditions  and  limitations  prescribed  by 
Part  212.  Permits  issued  since  that  time 
authorize  the  holder  to  engage  in  “char¬ 
ter  trips”  subject  to  Part  212,  without 
specifying  that  only  off -route  charters 
are  so  subject.5  Nevertheless,  on-route 
charters  have  been  regulated  under  Part 
212  to  only  a  minimal  extent* 

In  ER— 659 5  the  Board  determined, 
inter  alia,  that  uniform  charter  regula¬ 
tions  should  be  established  applicable  to 
all  types  of  charters  (except  inclusive 
tour  charters)  performed  by  all  classes  of 
carriers  and  applicable  to  on-route  as 
well  as  off-route  charters.  So  far  as  Part 
212  is  concerned,  this  determination  was 
implemented  by  ER-661.* 

It  is  noted,  however,  that  in  imple¬ 
menting  this  determination  5  212.2 
(Scope  of  authorization)  was  not  appro- 

»  See  30  CAB  1547, 1548  (1960) . 

*  27  CAB  196  (1958). 

*  See  e.g.,  Compagnie  Natlonale  Air  France, 
Foreign  Permit,  30  CAB  981,  983  (1960). 

*  E.g.,  i  212.3a  (Written  contracts  with 
charterers)  and  §  212.7  (Records  and  record 
retention). 

*  Adopted  Jan.  29  and  effective  Apr.  6, 197L 
•Id. 


priately  revised.  This  section,  in  brief, 
provides  that  off -route  charter  trips  may 
be  performed  by  foreign  air  carriers  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  limitations  and  regulations 
set  forth  in  this  part.  Irrespective  of  the 
past  coverage  of  the  part,  it  was  the 
Board’s  manifest  intent  that  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  conduct  on-route  charters,  as 
well  as  off -route  charter  trips,  should 
be  subject  to  the  new  charter  regula¬ 
tions.  Accordingly,  a  clarifying  amend¬ 
ment  will  be  made  to  §  212.2. 

Since  the  rule  herein  is  interpretive 
and  clarifying  in  character,  notice  and 
public  procedure  thereon  are  not  re¬ 
quired  and  the  rule  will  be  made  effec¬ 
tive  immediately. 

Accordingly,  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  hereby  amends  §  212.2  of  Part  212 
(14  CFR  Part  212),  effective  April  13, 
1971,  to  read  as  follows: 

§  212.2  Scope  of  authorization. 

Off-route  charter  trips  may  be  per¬ 
formed  by  foreign  air  carriers,  subject 
to  the  limitations  and  regulations  set 
forth  in  this  part,  by  all  direct  foreign 
air  carriers  who  hold  currently  effective 
foreign  air  carrier  permits  issued  by  the 
Board  pursuant  to  section  402  of  the  act 
authorizing  such  carriers  to  engage  in 
charter  trips  in  foreign  air  transporta¬ 
tion  without  regard  to  the  points  named 
in  such  permits.  The  limitations  and  reg¬ 
ulations  specified  as  applicable  to  charter 
trips  shall  be  applicable  to  all  charter 
trips  irrespective  of  whether  the  author¬ 
ity  to  conduct  such  trips  derives  from 
the  linear  route  authority  described  in 
the  carrier’s  permit  or  from  any  addi¬ 
tional  authority  conferred  in  such  per¬ 
mit  to  engage  in  off-route  charter  trips. 

(Sec.  204(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
as  amended,  72  Stat.  743;  49  U.S.C.  1324) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.71-5409  Filed  4-16-71;8:50  am] 
[Reg.  ER-680;  Amdt.  3] 

PART  213— TERMS,  CONDITIONS  AND 

LIMITATIONS  OF  FOREIGN  AIR 

CARRIER  PERMITS 

Applicability 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  2d  day  of  February,  1971. 

By  Regulation  ERr-624,  adopted 
April  23,  1970,  effective  June  4,  1970,  35 
F.R.  8880,  the  Board  enacted  new  Part 
213,  Terms,  Conditions  and  Limitations 
of  Foreign  Air  Carrier  Permits.  The 
Board  made  the  regulation  applicable 
only  to  those  carriers  who  were  parties 
to  the  Part  213  Proceeding  (Foreign  Air 
Carrier  Permit  Terms  Investigation, 
Docket  12063),  or  whose  permits  were 
issued  after  June  3,  1970.  By  Order  70- 
6-105,  dated  June  18,  1970,  the  Board 
directed  37  foreign  air  carriers  (who  were 
not  parties  to  the  Part  213  Proceeding) 
to  show  cause  why  Part  213  should  not 
be  made  applicable  to  them.  The  order 
also  directed  the  foreign  carriers  to  show 


cause  why  their  permits  should  not  be 
amended  so  as  to  make  the  permits  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  Part  213,  as 
amended.  For  the  reasons  stated  in  Or¬ 
der  71-:4-64,  effective  April  8,  1971,  we 
have  decided  to  make  final  our  tenta¬ 
tive  findings  and  conclusions  stated  in 
the  order  to  show  cause  and  to  make 
Part  213  generally  applicable  to  all  for¬ 
eign  scheduled  air  carriers  (except  those 
holding  Canadian  transborder  permits)  .*• 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Board  hereby  amends  Part  213  of  the 
economic  regulations  (14  CFR  Part  213), 
effective  April  8, 1971,  to  read  as  follows: 

1.  Amend  §  213.1  to  read  as  follows: 

§  213.1  Applicability. 

This  regulation  sets  forth  terms,  con¬ 
ditions,  and  limitations  applicable  to 
section  402  permits  authorizing  foreign 
direct  air  carriers  to  engage  in  sched¬ 
uled  foreign  air  transportation.  Unless 
such  permits  or  the  orders  issuing  such 
permits  otherwise  provide,  the  exercises 
of  the  privileges  to  engage  in  scheduled 
foreign  air  transportation  granted  by 
any  such  permit  shall  be  subject  to  the 
terms,  conditions,  and  limitations  as  are 
set  forth  in  this  part,  and  as  may  from 
time  to  time  be  prescribed  by  the  Board. 
Notwithstanding  the  foregoing,  this  reg¬ 
ulation  shall  not  apply  to  permits  of 
Canadian  air  carriers  authorizing  casual, 
occasional,  and  infrequent  flights  with 
small  aircraft  across  the  Canada-United 
States  border  or  the  Canada-Alaska  bor¬ 
der;  and  those  permits  shall  not  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  terms,  conditions,  and  lim¬ 
itations  in  this  part. 

2.  Delete  Appendix  A  of  Part  213. 
(Secs.  204(a),  402,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  72  Stat.  743,  757;  49 
U.S.C.  1324,  1372) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.71-5410  Filed  4-16-71; 8:50  am] 
[Reg.  ER-681;  Amdt.  2] 

PART  250— PRIORITY  RULES,  DENIED 

BOARDING  COMPENSATION  TAR¬ 
IFFS  AND  REPORTS  OF  UNACCOM¬ 
MODATED  PASSENGERS 

Public  Disclosure  of  Reports 

Covering  International  Operations 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
13th  day  of  April  1971. 

In  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making, 
EDR^18,  dated  October  2,  1970, 1  the 
Board  announced  that  it  had  under  con¬ 
sideration  amendment  of  Part  250  to 
revise  the  rule  prohibiting  disclosure  of 
unaccommodated  passenger  reports  cov¬ 
ering  international  operations.  In  EDR- 
188,  the  Board  noted  that  §  250.10  of 
Part  250  requires  carriers  to  file  two  re¬ 
ports  of  unaccommodated  passengers. 
Form  250  covers,  in  specified  markets, 

>•  List  of  Foreign  Air  Carriers  filed  as  part 
of  the  original  document. 

1 35  F.R.  15764. 
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the  total  revenue  passengers  boarded  and 
the  number  of  unaccommodated  passen¬ 
gers  in  three  categories:  denied  boarding 
on  aircraft,  downgrades  and  upgrades.  In 
addition,  in  Form  251  carriers  report  the 
number  of  passengers 2  who  received  de¬ 
nied  boarding  compensation,  who  quali¬ 
fied  for  such  compensation  but  did  not 
accept  compensation  offered,  and  who 
did  not  qualify  for  compensation  due  to 
specified  reasons.  In  addition,  Form  251 
includes  the  number  of  passengers  en¬ 
planed  at  reported  stations. 

The  Board  also  noted  that  §  250.10 
provides  that  carriers  with  both  domestic 
and  international  operations  shall  file 
separate  reports  for  each  and  that  “trie- 
ports  covering  international  operations 
shall  be  protected  from  public  disclo¬ 
sure.”  It  proposed  that  §  250.10  be  revised 
to  provide  that  the  information  con¬ 
tained  only  in  Form  250  covering  inter¬ 
national  operations  shall  continue  to  be 
withheld  from  public  disclosure,  but  that 
international  data  contained  in  Form  251 
would  no  longer  be  withheld. 

In  explaining  the  reasons  for  the  pro¬ 
posal  the  Board  stated  that,  unlike  the 
case  with  respect  to  Form  250,  public 
disclosure  of  information  on  interna¬ 
tional  operations  contained  in  Form  251 
would  not  reveal  sensitive  market  infor¬ 
mation,  and  it  would  also  permit  a  car¬ 
rier-by-carrier  comparison  of  their  per¬ 
formance  in  honoring  confirmed  reser¬ 
vations.  Although  foreign  air  carriers  do 
not  provide  similar  information,  the 
Board  stated  that  it  did  not  appear  that 
foreign  air  carriers  could  derive  any 
competitive  advantage  from  access  to 
such  data. 

Pursuant  to  the  notice,  comments  have 
been  received  from  Eastern  Air  Lines, 
Pan  American  World  Airways,  and  Trans 
World  Airlines,  and  all  object  to  the  pro¬ 
posal  to  permit  public  disclosure  of  inter¬ 
national  data  in  Form  251.  Pan  American 
asserts  that  the  proposal  would  provide 
foreign  carriers  with  an  official  record 
that  on  occasion  American  carriers  are 
unable  to  accommodate  all  passengers 
holding  confirmed  reservations.  It  adds 
that  such  information  is  capable  of  being 
used  in  a  variety  of  forms  by  the  foreign 
carriers  in  their  efforts  to  sell  against 
U.S.  airlines.  It  contends  that  this  can  be 
done  subtly  by  indications  to  the  effect 
that  the  performance  of  an  American 
carrier  is  less  reliable  than  that  of  a  for¬ 
eign  airline,  or,  on  the  other  hand,  such 
usage  of  official  CAB  records  may  not  be 
subtle  at  all.3  According  to  Pan  American, 


2  On  a  system  basis  or  limited  to  those  sta¬ 
tions  accounting  for  67  percent  of  the  car¬ 
rier’s  total  enplanements,  or  the  top  15  sta¬ 
tions,  whichever  is  greater. 

3  To  illustrate  this  point.  Pan  American  has 
attached  a  copy  of  an  advertisement  of  a 
foreign  air  carrier  to  show  how  a  foreign  air¬ 
line  can  combine  official  CAB  records  and 
mass  media  advertising  to  publicize  that  its 
American  competitors  have  a  less  than  per¬ 
fect  on-time  performance  record.  Pan  Ameri¬ 
can  states  that  without  similar  official  data 
with  respect  to  this  foreign  carrier’s  on-time 

performance,  there  appears  to  be  little  that 

the  American  carriers  can  do  to  rebut  such 

advertising  and  show  the  traveling  public 

that  the  foreign  carrier’s  on-time  perform¬ 

ance  record  is  less  than  perfect. 
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it  appears  that  the  public  interest  will 
derive  little  benefit  from  disclosure  of 
the  denied  boarding  experience  of  the 
U.S.-flag  carriers  and  that  the  best  in¬ 
terests  of  the  U.S.-flag  carriers  can  suf¬ 
fer  substantial  harm. 

In  its  comment  TWA  states  that  the 
public  will  have  a  very  distorted  base 
from  which  to  form  their  judgment  in 
light  of  the  fact  that  foreign  flag  car¬ 
riers  do  not  report  statistics  on  unac¬ 
commodated  passengers,  and  therefore 
nothing  can  be  disclosed  about  their  de¬ 
nied  boarding  performance.  With  a  basis 
that  is  unrepresentative  of  the  perform¬ 
ance  mix  being  offered  in  a  general  or 
specific  market  place  the  unsophisticated 
public  cannot  make  meaningful  compari¬ 
sons.  Moreover,  according  to  TWA,  the 
proposed  “one-sided  picture”  will  result 
in  serious  bias  against  the  U.S.  interna¬ 
tional  carriers;  and  publication  of  any 
denied  boarding,  no  matter  what  the  de¬ 
gree,  would  place  the  carriers  in  a  light 
that  is  particularly  unfair  and  un¬ 
founded.  Eastern  takes  essentially  the 
same  position  as  Pan  American  and 
TWA. 

Upon  consideration,  the  Board  has  de¬ 
cided  to  adopt  the  proposed  rule  and  in¬ 
corporates  herein  the  tentative  findings 
made  in  EDR^188. 

The  gist  of  Pan  American’s  opposition 
to  the  proposal  is  its  belief  that  foreign 
air  carriers  may  use  Form  251  data  to 
put  competing  U.S.  carriers  in  a  bad  light 
and  do  them  substantial  harm.  We  con¬ 
sider  the  argument  speculative  and  un¬ 
persuasive. 

Assuming  that  certain  foreign  air  car¬ 
riers  keep  a  record  of  the  number  of 
passengers  denied  boarding  by  them,4 
we  regard  it  as  highly  unlikely  that  they 
would  advertise  the  fact  that  they  fail 
to  honor  their  commitments  to  passen¬ 
gers  holding  confirmed  reserved  space, 
even  for  comparative  purposes  with  their 
competitors.5 *  Moreover,  a  further  de¬ 
terrent  to  use  of  the  data  by  foreign  air 
carriers  in  the  manner  envisioned  by  Pan 
American  is  that  it  would  expose  them 
to  counter  measures  by  U.S.  carriers 
pointing  out  that  they  provide  no  com¬ 
pensation  to  denied  boarding  passengers.' 

TWA’s  position  differs  from  Pan  Amer¬ 
ican’s  in  that  it  is  concerned  that  the 
public,  rather  than  foreign  air  carriers, 
will  draw  unfavorable  and  distorted  com¬ 
parisons  between  U.S.  and  foreign  air 
carriers  if  the  data  are  released,  since 
foreign-flag  carriers  do  not  report  sta¬ 
tistics  on  unaccommodated  passengers. 
The  Board  intends,  however,  to  accom¬ 
pany  release  of  the  data  with  a  state¬ 
ment  that  foreign  carriers  do  not  make 


4  Of  course,  if  they  employed  false  or  mis¬ 
leading  figures,  they  could  run  afoul  of  sec¬ 
tion  411  of  the  Act. 

•So  far  as  we  are  aware,  this  has  never 
been  the  case  with  respect  to  U.S.  carriers 
and  the  domestic  data  which  has  been  dis¬ 
closed. 

•Apparently  only  two  foreign  air  carriers, 
both  Canadian,  provide  such  compensation. 
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such  information  available  to  the  Board. 
Moreover,  as  the  Board  stated  in  pro¬ 
mulgating  Part  250;  “Far  from  being  a 
competitive  disadvantage,  it  would  ap¬ 
pear  to  us  that  if  U.S.-flag  carriers  do 
provide  denied  boarding  compensation 
and  their  foreign  competitors  do  not, 
the  competitive  disadvantage  lies  with 
the  latter.”7  Release  of  the  data  will  as¬ 
sist  in  calling  attention  to  the  public 
the  different  standards  the  Board  re¬ 
quires  in  this  area  as  between  U.S.  and 
foreign  carriers. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  hereby  amends 
§  250.10  of  Part  250  of  its  economic  regu¬ 
lations  (14  CFR  Part  250),  effective  May 
18, 1971,  as  follows; 

§  250.10  Reports  of  unaccommodated 

passengers. 

Carriers  shall  file  with  the  Bureau  of 
Accounts  and  Statistics,  in  CAB  Form 
250  (Appendix  A  of  this  part),8  with 
respect  to  the  applicable  markets  speci¬ 
fied  hereinafter,  of  the  total  number  of 
revenue  passengers  boarded  and  the 
number  of  unaccommodated  passengers 
in  three  categories:  denied  boarding  on 
aircraft,  downgrades  and  upgrades.  The 
markets  for  which  such  reports  shall  be 
filed  are  those  for  which  on-time  report¬ 
ing  is  filed  in  accordance  with  Part  234 
of  the  Board’s  economic  regulations  and, 
in  addition,  New  York-San  Juan.  Local 
service  carriers  shall,  in  addition  to 
reports  which  may  be  required  by  Part 
234,  file  such  data  for  the  five  top-rank¬ 
ing  markets  of  each.  The  reports  shall 
cover  the  third  month  in  each  calendar 
quarter  and  shall  be  filed  within  45  days 
after  the  month  covered  by  the  report. 
In  addition,  carriers  shall  file,  on  a 
monthly  basis,  the  information  requested 
in  Appendix  B  of  this  part  (CAB  Form 
251). 8  These  reports  may  be  on  a  system 
basis  or  limited  to  those  stations  account¬ 
ing  for  67  percent  of  the  carrier’s  total 
enplanements,  or  the  top  15  stations, 
whichever  number  is  greater.  The  infor¬ 
mation  in  Item  4  shall  be  limited  to  the 
passengers  enplaned  at  the  reported  sta¬ 
tions  and  not  the  system  total.  Further, 
a  list  of  the  stations  included  should  be 
appended  to  each  report.  These  reports 
are  to  be  submitted  within  30  days  after 
the  month  covered  by  the  report.  Those 
carriers  with  both  domestic  and  inter¬ 
national  operations  shall  file  separate 
reports  for  each.  The  information  con¬ 
tained  in  CAB  Form  250  covering  inter¬ 
national  operations  shall  be  withheld 
from  public  disclosure. 

(Secs.  204  and  407  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  72  Stat.  743,  766;  49 
U.S.C.  1324,  1377) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board.8 

[seal]  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.71-5411  Filed  4-16-71:8:50  am] 

7  ER-503,  Aug.  3,  1967. 

8  Appendices  A  and  B  filed  as  part  of  the 
original  document. 

8  Dissenting  statement  of  Vice  Chairman 
Gillilland  and  Member  Timm  filed  as  part 
of  the  original  document. 
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Title  15— COMMERCE  AND 
FOREIGN  TRADE 

Chapter  III — Bureau  of  International 
Commerce,  Department  of  Commerce 

SUBCHAPTER  B — EXPORT  REGULATIONS 

[17th  Gen.  Rev.  of  the  Export  Regs.  (Arndt. 

17)] 

PART  386— EXPORT  CLEARANCE 
Misellaneous  Amendments 

Part  386  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations  is  amended  as  set  forth  below. 

(Sec.  3.  63  Stat.  7;  50  CS.C.  App.  2023;  E.O. 
10945,  26  F.R.  4487,  3  CFR  1959-1963  Comp.; 
E.O.  11038,  27  F.R.  7003,  3  CFR  1959-1963 
Comp.) 

Effective  date:  March  23,  1971. 

Rauer  H.  Meyer, 

Director,  Office  of  Export  Control. 

1.  In  §  386.1,  paragraph  (d)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  386.1  General  export  clearance  re¬ 
quirements. 

•  *  *  *  * 

(d)  Exports  by  means  other  than  mail. 
Except  as  provided  in  the  NAR  and 
Monthly  Reporting  procedures  (§  386.3 
(v)  and  (x)),  the  exporter  or  his 
agent  must  comply  with  the  following 
requirements: 

(1)  For  validated  license  shipments. 
The  validated  license  and  the  related 
duly  executed  Shipper’s  Export  Declara¬ 
tion  must  be  presented  to,  examined,  and 
authenticated  by  customs  (see  §  386.3) ; 
and  a  copy  of  the  authenticated  Declara¬ 
tion,  returned  to  the  exporter  or  his  agent 
by  customs,  must  be  delivered  to  the 
exporting  carrier  before  departure  of  the 
carrier. 

(2)  For  general  license  shipments  or 
shipments  to  Canada  without  a  license. 

(i)  A  duly  executed  Declaration  has  been 
presented  to  and  authenticated  by  cus¬ 
toms  (see  §  386.3),  and  a  copy  for 
delivery  to  the  exporting  carrier  has  been 
returned  to  the  person  who  presented  it 
to  customs. 

(ii)  If  the  filing  of  a  Declaration  is 
not  required  by  the  Office  of  Export  Con¬ 
trol  or  Bureau  of  the  Census,  an  oral 
declaration  describing  the  commodity  to 
be  exported  and  identifying  the  applica¬ 
ble  general  license  shall  be  made  to  cus¬ 
toms. 

(iii)  A  shipment  to  Canada  or  to 
Country  Group  T,  V,  or  X  does  not  re¬ 
quire  a  Declaration  if  the  shipment  is 
valued  at  $250  or  less.  As  used  in  this 
§  386.1  “shipment”  means  all  commodi¬ 
ties  classified  under  a  single  seven-digit 
Schedule  B  Number,  shipped  on  the  same 
carrier,  from  one  exporter  to  one  im¬ 
porter. 

(iv)  Other  exceptions  to  the  require¬ 
ment  for  a  Declaration  are  set  forth  in 
this  Part  386  and  in  Part  371  of  this 
subchapter.  A  complete  list  of  such  ex¬ 
ceptions  is  set  forth  in  Subpart  D  of  the 
Census  Bureau  Foreign  Trade  Statis¬ 
tics  Regulations. 


Note:  Section  386.1(d)  places  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  on  the  exporter  or  his  agent  to 
deliver  a  required  Shipper’s  Export  Declara¬ 
tion  to  the  exporting  carrier  prior  to  the  de¬ 
parture  of  the  carrier.  If  an  exporting  car¬ 
rier  finds  that  a  required  Declaration  has 
not  been  filed  by  the  time  of  the  carrier’s 
scheduled  departure,  the  exporting  carrier 
is  not,  solely  as  the  result  of  such  failure, 
obligated  to  delay  departure  or  to  offload  the 
cargo.  This  does  not,  of  course,  limit  the 
authority  of  the  Office  of  Export  Control  and 
customs  offices  to  require  the  unloading  or 
return  of  cargo  under  the  circumstances 
set  forth  in  §§  386.9  and  386.10. 

2.  In  §  386.2,  paragraph  (c)  is  amend¬ 
ed  to  read  as  follows: 

§  386.2  Presentation  and  use  of  vali¬ 
dated  license.2 

*  *  *  •  • 

(c)  Filing  of  license  at  time  of  first 
shipment.  The  exporter  or  his  agent  must 
present  to  a  customs  office  his  validated 
license  (except  a  Project  License,  Dis¬ 
tribution  License,  or  a  Service  Supply 
License)  prior  to  departure  of  the  export¬ 
ing  carrier  on  which  the  first  shipment 
authorized  by  his  validated  export  li¬ 
cense  had  been  loaded.  In  the  case  of  a 
shipment  by  mail,  the  validated  license 
shall  be  presented  to  the  postmaster  or  to 
the  customs  office  when  the  Declaration 
covering  the  first  partial  shipment  under 
that  license  is  presented  for  export. 

*  ♦  *  *  * 

3.  In  §  386.3  paragraphs  (a)(4),  (u) 
(1)  and  (2)  (il)  and  (iii),  and  (v)  (3)  (ii) 
and  (4)  (i)  are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  386.3  Shipper’s  Export  Declaration. 

(a)  Authentication  requirement*  *  * 

(4)  The  shipment  is  or  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  on  an  exporting 
carrier. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(u)  Change,  alteration,  and  amend¬ 
ment  of  declaration — (1)  Changes  before 
authentication.  Customs  offices  generally 
shall  not  authenticate  any  Declaration 
showing  evidence  of  change,  alteration, 
or  amendment,  but  shall  require  a  clean 
copy.  However,  where  demonstrated 
hardship  or  emergency  exists  customs  of¬ 
fices  may  approve,  at  their  discretion, 
specific  changes,  alterations,  or  amend¬ 
ments,  on  the  face  of  the  Declaration. 
The  exporter’s  duly  authorized  forward¬ 
ing  agent  or  the  carrier  shall  insert  or 
correct  on  Declarations,  required  items 
of  information  peculiarly  within  his 
knowledge:  U.S.  port  of  export,  method 
of  transportation,  exporting  carrier,  for¬ 
eign  port  of  unloading,  pier  or  airport, 
and  bill  of  lading  number.  The  forward¬ 
ing  agent  or  carrier  making  the  insertion 
or  correction  must  specifically  identify 
the  same  in  writing  on  the  face  of  the 
Declaration.  Nothing  herein  shall  relieve 
such  forwarding  agent  or  carrier  from 
liability  for  any  misrepresentation  of 
facts  inserted  or  corrected. 

(2)  Changes  on  authenticated  decla¬ 
rations.  *  *  * 


8  Provisions  relating  to  the  export  clear¬ 
ance  of  technical  data  under  a  validated  li¬ 
cense  are  set  forth  in  §  379.6  of  this  subchap¬ 
ter. 


(ii)  If  the  exporting  carrier  desig¬ 
nated  in  an  authenticated  Declaration 
cannot  receive  the  shipment  on  board, 
the  name  and  date  of  departure  of 
another  exporting  carrier  may  be  substi¬ 
tuted  by  the  person  or  firm  issuing  the 
bill  of  lading  for  the  carrier  originally 
named.  Due  and  timely  notice  of  such 
change  shall  be  given  to  the  customs 
office  before  departure  of  the  substitute 
carrier,  and  such  change  shall  be  specif¬ 
ically  identified  in  writing  on  the  face  of 
the  Declaration  by  the  party  making  the 
change.  In  addition,  the  actual  exporting 
carrier  shall  insert  or  correct  on  the 
Declaration  items  of  information  pecu¬ 
liarly  within  its  own  knowledge:  “U.S. 
port  of  export,”  “method  of  transporta¬ 
tion,”  “foreign  port  of  unloading,”  pier 
or  aircraft,  and  bill  of  lading  number. 

(iii)  Conditions  beyond  the  control  of 
the  exporting  carrier  named  on  an  au¬ 
thenticated  Declaration  may  prevent 
loading  the  total  cargo  covered  by  the 
Declaration.  Such  carrier  is  authorized 
to  prepare  and  present  additional  Decla¬ 
rations  covering  the  remainder  of  tne 
cargo,  when  shipped,  if  due  and  timely 
notice  is  given  to  the  customs  office  be¬ 
fore  departure  of  the  carrier  with  the 
remainder.  The  original  Declaration 
shall  be  amended  by  the  carrier  to  show 
the  descriptions,  quantity,  and  value  of 
the  commodity (ies)  actually  carried. 
Subsequent  Declarations  by  the  carrier 
shall  be  completed  in  all  details  and  shall 
include  the  following  statement: 

These  commodities  were  included,  but  not 

shipped,  under  authenticated  Shipper's  Ex¬ 


port  Declaration  No. _ at _ 

(port) 

on _ _ 

(Date) 

•  *  *  *  * 


(v)  Alternate  procedure  for  filing  dec¬ 
larations  (“ NAR ”  Procedures) .  *  *  * 

(3)  Action  by  exporter  or  his  agent 
under  “NAR"  Procedure.  *  *  * 

(ii)  Filing  the  Declaration.  The  ex¬ 
porter  (or  his  agent)  must  deliver  all 
copies  of  the  Declaration  to  the  export¬ 
ing  carrier  before  departure  of  the  ex¬ 
porting  vessel  or  aircraft  (or,  if  a  domes¬ 
tic  airline  is  to  review  and  handle  the 
Declaration  under  the  NAR  Procedure, 
before  departure  of  the  aircraft  which 
will  carry  the  shipment  to  the  port  of 
export) .  Such  a  Declaration  need  not  first 
be  authenticated  by  the  Customs  Office. 

(4)  Action  by  exporting  carrier  under 
“NAR”  Procedure — (i)  Examination  of 
Declaration  prior  to  departure,  (c)  An 
exporting  carrier  accepting  an  unau¬ 
thenticated  Declaration  shall,  on  receipt 
of  such  a  Declaration  and  prior  to  de¬ 
parture  of  the  carrier,  examine  the  Dec¬ 
laration  to  see  that: 

(1)  The  shipment  is  declared  as  being 
exported  under  a  general  license; 

(2)  The  shipment  is  declared  as  being 
made  to  a  destination  in  Country  Group 
T,  V,  or  X; 

(3)  A  destination  control  statement  is 
shown  on  the  Declaration; 

(4)  All  other  required  information  is 
shown  completely  on  the  Declaration, 
including  but  not  limited  to  destination, 
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commodity  description,  Schedule  B  Num¬ 
ber,  shipping  weight,  quantity  (where  re¬ 
quired)  and  value; 

(5)  The  information  shown  on  the 
Declaration  is  not  inconsistent  with 
other  records  and  information  available 
to  the  carrier;  and 

(6)  The  following  items  of  informa¬ 
tion,  being  peculiarly  within  the  knowl¬ 
edge  of  the  exporting  carrier,  are  ac¬ 
curate:  U.S.  port  of  export,  method  of 
transportation,  exporting  carrier,  foreign 
port  of  unloading,  and  bill  of  lading 
number. 

(b)  If  a  Declaration  appears  incom¬ 
plete  or  inconsistent,  the  exporting  car¬ 
rier  should  make  additions,  alterations, 
or  amendments  with  regard  to  the  items 
specified  in  (a)  (6)  of  this  subdivision. 
Otherwise,  the  carrier  shall  return  it 
the  exporter  or  his  agent  to  be 
checked,  completed,  or  corrected.  The 
exporter  shall  then  give  the  Declaration 
to  the  exporting  carrier  for  rechecking 
prior  to  departure  of  the  carrier. 

(c)  If  the  shipment  is  being  exported 
under  a  validated  license  to  any  destina¬ 
tion,  or  under  a  general  license  to  Coun¬ 
try  Group  S,  W,  Y,  or  Z,  the  carrier  shall 
return  the  Declaration  and  license  to 
the  exporter  or  his  agent  for  presenta¬ 
tion  to  the  customs  office  for  authentica¬ 
tion  in  accordance  with  §  386.1(d)  (1) , 
since  the  “NAR”  provisions  are  not 
applicable  to  such  a  shipment. 

*  ♦  *  *  * 

[PR  Doc.71-5392  Filed  4-16-71  ;8: 48  am] 


Title  16— COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter  I — Federal  Trade  Commission 
SUBCHAPTER  D — TRADE  REGULATION  RULES 

PART  422— FAILURE  TO  POST  MINI¬ 
MUM  RESEARCH  OCTANE  RATINGS 
ON  GASOLINE  DISPENSING  PUMPS 
CONSTITUTES  AN  UNFAIR  TRADE 
PRACTICE  AND  AN  UNFAIR 
METHOD  OF  COMPETITION 

Notice  of  Reconsideration,  Reopening 
of  Record,  and  Postponement  of 
Effective  Date 

On  July  25,  1969,  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act,  as  amended,  15 
U.S.C.  41  et  seq.,  and  the  provisions  of 
Subpart  B,  Part  1  of  the  Commission’s 
procedures  and  rules  of  practice,  16  CFR 
1.11  et  seq.,  promulgated  a  proposed 
Trade  Regulation  Rule  regarding  the 
posting  of  research  octane  ratings  on 
gasoline  dispensing  pumps.  Notice  of  this 
proceeding,  including  the  proposed  rule, 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  July  30,  1969  (36  F.R.  12449).  In¬ 
terested  parties  were  afforded  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  submit  written  data,  views,  and 


arguments,  and  at  hearings  held  Octo¬ 
ber  14,  15,  and  16,  1969,  to  appear  and 
express  their  views  as  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  and  to  suggest  amendments, 
revisions  and  additions  thereto.  Having 
considered  all  matters  of  fact,  law,  policy, 
and  discretion,  including  the  data,  views, 
and  arguments  presented  on  the  Record 
by  interested  parties,  as  prescribed  by 
law,  the  Commission  gave  notice,  on  De¬ 
cember  30, 1970,  of  its  determination  that 
the  adoption  of  the  Trade  Regulation 
Rule  was  in  the  public  interest,  and  set 
June  28,  1971,  as  the  effective  date  for 
this  rule.  Notice  of  this  determination, 
including  the  final  rule,  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  January  12, 
1971  (34F.R.  354). 

The  Commission  has  been  made  aware 
of  certain  recent  developments  in  the 
automotive  industry,  including  changes 
in  the  lead  content  of  gasolines  and  the 
design  of  automobile  engines,  which 
may  have  become  substantial  In  the  pe¬ 
riod  subsequent  to  the  hearings  in  this 
proceeding.  Such  developments  may  war¬ 
rant  reconsideration  of  the  use  of  the 
research  method  of  measuring  octane 
value.  In  this  connection,  the  Commission 
has  recently  received  a  submission  from 
Texaco,  Inc.,  regarding  its  views  as  to 
the  reliability  of  the  research  method, 
and  the  Commission  has  treated  that 
submission  as  a  request  for  the  reopening 
of  the  public  record  and  for  reconsidera¬ 
tion  of  its  determination  to  adopt  the 
research  method  of  measurement. 

Accordingly,  the  Commission  hereby 
gives  notice  of  its  determination  to  re¬ 
open  the  public  record  for  the  limited 
purpose  of  reconsidering  that  part  of 
the  rule  which  relates  to  the  method 
of  measuring  octane  rating.  All  interested 
parties  are  invited  to  submit  written 
data,  views,  and  comments  regarding 
the  appropriateness  of  reliance  upon  the 
research  method  of  measuring  octane 
rating,  including  suggestions  for  alter¬ 
native  methods  of  measurement.  All  sub¬ 
missions  should  be  sent  to  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Director  for  Industry  Guidance,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Consumer  Protection,  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  Pennsylvania  Ave¬ 
nue  and  Sixth  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20580,  not  later  than  June  15,  1971. 

All  written  submissions,  including  the 
submission  from  Texaco,  Inc.,  referred 
to  above,  will  be  available  for  examina¬ 
tion  by  interested  parties  in  Room  130  of 
the  Division  of  Legal  and  Public  Records, 
Federal  Trade  Commission,  Washington, 
DC. 


In  order  to  enable  the  Commission  to 
consider  the  propriety  of  or  an  alternate 
method  for  measuring  octane  value,  the 
effective  date  of  this  Rule  has  been  ex¬ 
tended  to  September  1,  1971. 

Approved:  April  13,  1971. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Charles  A.  Tobin, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.71-5456  Filed  4-16-71;8:51  am] 

Title  21— FOOD  AND  DROGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Ed¬ 
ucation,  and  Welfare 

SUBCHAPTER  C— DRUGS 

PART  141 — TESTS  AND  METHODS  OF 

ASSAY  OF  ANTIBIOTIC  AND  ANTI¬ 
BIOTIC-CONTAINING  DRUGS 

PART  148g— GRISEOFULVIN 
Griseofulvin 

A  notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  January  19,  1966  (31  F.R. 
712),  proposing  establishment  of  regula¬ 
tions  to  provide  for  the  certification  of 
griseofulvin  antibiotic  drugs  in  various 
forms.  The  comments  received  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  the  notice  and  the  comments 
made  by  the  National  Academy  of 
Sciences-National  Research  Council, 
Drug  Efficacy  Study  Group,  pursuant  to 
their  efficacy  evaluations  of  griseofulvin- 
containing  drugs  have  been  considered. 
The  drug  efficacy  study  implementation 
announcement  for  griseofulvin  is  pub¬ 
lished  elsewhere  in  this  issue  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register.  The  Commissioner  of 
Food  and  Drugs  concludes  that  the  pro¬ 
posal  should  be  adopted  as  set  forth  be¬ 
low,  incorporating  some  of  the  sugges¬ 
tions  received. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  507(h) ,  59  Stat.  463,  as  amend¬ 
ed  76  Stat.  786;  21  U.S.C.  357(h))  and 
under  authority  delegated  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  (21  CFR  2.120),  Part  141  is 
amended  and  new  Part  148g  is  estab¬ 
lished  as  follows: 

1.  Section  141.5(b)  is  amended  by 
alphabetically  inserting  a  new  item  in 
the  table  as  follows: 

§141.5  Safely  test. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(b)  *  *  * 


Diluent  • 
(diluent 
number 
as  listed 
in  5  141.3) 

Test  dose 

Route  of 
administration 
as  described 
in  paragraph 
(c)  of  this 
section 

Antibiotic  drug 

Concentration 
in  units  or 
milligrams  of 
activity  per 
milliliter 

Volume  in 
milliliters 
to  be  ad¬ 
ministered 
to  each 
mouse 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

,  ,  $ 

•  •  • 

Griseofulvin... 

•  •  • 

.  5 

•  •  • 

0.2  mg . 

•  •  • 

.6 

•  *  • 

Oral. 

•  •  • 
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2.  Section  141.104(b)  is  amended  by 
revising  subparagraph  (4)  as  follows: 

§141.104  Test  organisms. 


3.  Section  141.110  is  amended  by  alphabetically  inserting  a  new  item  in  the 
tables  in  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b) ,  and  by  adding  a  footnote  to  the  table  in  paragraph 
(b),  as  follows: 


•  *  •  *  * 

(b)  *  *  • 

(4)  Method  4.  Grow  the  organisms  for 
6  to  8  weeks  at  25°  C.  in  several  3-liter 
wlde-mouth  Erlenmeyer  flasks,  each 
containing  200  milliliters  of  Medium  22 
as  described  in  §  141.103(b)  (22) .  Check 
the  growth  for  sporulation.  When  sporu- 
lation  is  80  percent  or  greater,  harvest 
the  spores  on  the  mycelial  layer  with  a 
sterile  spatula  or  other  convenient  in¬ 
strument.  The  spores  are  on  top  of  the 
floating  mat.  Place  harvested  spore  ma¬ 
terial  in  50  milliliters  of  saline. 

•  *  •  •  • 


§  141.110  Microbiological  agar  diffusion  assay, 
(a)  *  *  * 


Antibiotic 

Media  to  be  used 
(as  listed  by 
medium  number 
iu  5  141.103(b)) 

Milliliters  of 
media  to  be  used 
in  the  base  and 
seed  layers 

Test 

orga¬ 

nism 

Suggested 
volume  of 
standardized 
Inoculum  to 
be  added  to 
each  100 
milliliters 
of  seed  agar 

Incu¬ 
bation 
temper¬ 
ature 
for  the 
plates 

Base 

layer 

Seed 

layer 

Base 

layer 

Seed 

layer 

•  •  • 

Griseofulvin . 

.  20 

•  •  • 

21 

6 

4 

•  •  • 

M 

0) 

30  (for  48 

hours) 


(b)  •  *  • 


Working  standard  stock  solutions 

Standard  response  line 
concentrations 

Antibiotic 

Drying  conditions 
(method  number 
as  listed  in  5141.501) 

Initial  solvent 

Diluent  (solution 
number  as  listed  in 
§  141.102(a)) 

Final  concentra¬ 
tion  units  or  milli¬ 
grams  per  milliliter 

Storage  time  under 
refrigeration 

Final  concentrations. 
Diluent  units  or  micrograms 
of  antibiotic  activity 
per  milliliter 

•  •  • 

•  •  •  •  •  • 

..  Dimethylformamide  lmg< . 

•  •  • 

3  months . 

3  3.20,  4.00,  6.00,  6.25, 

•  •  • 

... 

•  It 

*  •  • 

•  •  • 

•  •  * 

.  .  .  7‘81  .  . 

*  Further  dilut e  aliquots  of  the  working  standard  stock  solution  with  dimethylformamide  to  give  concentrations  of  64, 80, 100, 125,  and  156  micrograms  per  milliliter. 


•  •  •  * 


4.  New  Part  148g  is  added  to  Title  21, 
Chapter  I,  as  follows: 

Sec. 

148g.l  Griseofulvin. 

148g.2  Griseofulvin  tablets. 

148g.3  Griseofulvin  capsules. 

Authority:  The  provisions  of  this  Part 
148g  issued  under  sec.  507(h),  59  Stat.  463, 
as  amended,  76  Stat.  786;  21  U.S.C.  357(h). 

§  148g.l  Griseofulvin. 

(a)  Requirements  for  certification — 

(1)  Standards  of  identity,  strength,  qual¬ 
ity,  and  purity.  Griseofulvin  is  a  micro¬ 
size,  white  to  pale-cream  compound  with 
the  following  chemical  name:  7-chloro- 
2’  ,4,6-trimethoxy  -  6’/3  -  methylspiro  tben- 
zofuran -  2(3H),1'-[21  cyclohexene]  - 3, 
4'-dione.  It  is  so  purified  and  dried  that: 

(i)  Its  potency  is  not  less  than  900 
micrograms  per  milligram. 

(ii)  It  passes  the  safety  test. 

(iii)  Its  loss  on  drying  is  not  more 
than  1.0  percent. 

(iv)  Its  melting  point,  after  drying, 
is  not  less  than  217°  C.  and  not  more  than 
224°  C. 

(v)  Its  specific  rotation  in  dimethyl¬ 
formamide  at  25°  C.  is  not  less  than 
+348°  and  not  more  than  +364*. 

(vi)  Its  ultraviolet  absorption  spec¬ 
trum  in  methyl  alcohol  compares  quali¬ 
tatively  with  that  of  the  griseofulvin 
reference  standard. 

(vii)  Its  residue  on  ignition  is  not  more 
than  0.2  percent. 

(viii)  Its  heavy  metals  content  is  not 
more  than  25  parts  per  million. 

(ix)  Its  specific  surface  area  is  not 
less  than  1.3  and  not  more  than  1.7 
square  meters  per  gram. 

(x)  It  is  crystalline. 


(2)  Labeling.  It  shall  be  labeled  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  §  148.3 
(b)  of  this  chapter. 

(3)  Requests  for  certification;  sam¬ 
ples.  In  addition  to  the  requirements  of 
§  146.2  of  this  chapter,  each  such  request 
shall  contain: 

(i)  Results  of  tests  and  assays  on  the 
batch  for  potency,  safety,  loss  on  drying, 
melting  point,  specific  rotation,  identity, 
residue  on  ignition,  heavy  metals,  spe¬ 
cific  surface  area,  and  crystallinity. 

(ii)  Samples  required:  10  packages, 
each  containing  not  less  than  1  gram. 

(b)  Tests  and  methods  of  assay — (1) 
Potency.  Use  either  of  the  following 
methods;  however,  the  results  obtained 
from  the  microbiological  agar  diffusion 
assay  shall  be  conclusive. 

(i)  Spectrophotometric  assay  —  (a) 
Preparation  of  sample  and  standard 
solutions.  Accurately  weigh  approxi¬ 
mately  50  milligrams  each  of  the  sample 
and  griseofulvin  working  standard.  Dis¬ 
solve  each  in  exactly  100  milliliters  of 


(ii)  Microbiological  agar  diffusion  as¬ 
say.  Proceed  as  directed  in  §  141.110  of 
this  chapter,  preparing  the  sample  for 
assay  as  follows:  Dissolve  an  appropriate 
portion  of  the  griseofulvin  sample  in 
dimethylformamide  to  give  a  stock  solu¬ 
tion  of  convenient  concentration.  Further 
dilute  the  stock  solution  with  dimethyl- 


methyl  alcohol  and  mix  well.  (The 
standard  solution  can  be  kept  under 
refrigeration  and  used  for  up  to  1 
month.)  Transfer  2.0-milliliter  aliquots 
of  the  sample  and  standard  to  separate 
100-milliliter  volumetric  flasks.  Bring  to 
mark  with  methyl  alcohol,  stopper,  and 
mix  well. 

(b)  Procedure.  Adjust  a  suitable  ul¬ 
traviolet  spectrophotometer  to  100  per¬ 
cent  light  transmission  with  methyl  al¬ 
cohol  in  the  absorption  cell.  Determine 
the  absorbance  values  for  the  sample 
and  standard  at  the  absorption  peak  at 
292  nanometers.  If  a  recording  spectro¬ 
photometer  is  used,  record  the  ultraviolet 
absorption  spectrum  from  240  to  320 
nanometers.  If  a  nonrecording  spectro¬ 
photometer  is  used,  determine  the  ab¬ 
sorbance  value  at  the  absorption  peak. 
(The  exact  position  of  the  peak  should 
be  determined  for  the  particular  instru¬ 
ment  used.) 

(c)  Calculations.  Determine  the  grise¬ 
ofulvin  content  of  the  sample  as  follows: 


formamide  to  give  a  concentration  of  100 
micrograms  of  griseofulvin  per  milliliter. 
Then  further  dilute  an  aliquot  of  this 
solution  with  0.1  Iff  potassium  phosphate 
buffer,  pH  8.0  (solution  3),  to  the  refer¬ 
ence  concentration  of  5.0  micrograms  of 
griseofulvin  per  milliliter  (estimated) . 


Potency  of  the 

Micrograms  of  griseofulvin  per  milligram  =  —  X  ^Ujj’rams  of  6tandard  standard  in 

A,  Milligrams  of  sample  micrograms 

per  milligram, 


where : 

A,  =  Absorbance  of  sample  at  292  nanometers. 
At— Absorbance  of  standard  at  292  nanometers. 
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SSA  of  sample  = 


Observed  SSA  of  sample  X  assigned  SSA  of  standard 
Observed  SSA  of  standard 


(2)  Safety.  Proceed  as  directed  In 
§  141.5  of  this  chapter. 

(3)  Loss  on  drying.  Proceed  as  directed 
in  §  141.501(b)  of  this  chapter. 

(4)  Melting  point.  Proceed  as  directed 
in  §  141.515  of  this  chapter. 

(5)  Specific  rotation.  Accurately  weigh 
approximately  250  milligrams  of  the 
sample  in  a  25 -milliliter  glass-stoppered 
volumetric  flask  and  dissolve  in  about  15 
milliliters  of  dimethyformamide.  Bring 
to  volume  with  dimethylformamide, 
stopper,  and  mix  well.  Proceed  as  directed 
in  §  141.520  of  this  chapter,  using  a  2.0- 
decimeter  polarimeter  tube. 

(6)  Identity.  Record  the  ultraviolet 
absorption  spectrum  of  solutions  of  the 
sample  and  standard  prepared  as  di¬ 
rected  in  subparagraph  (1)  (i)  of  this 
paragraph  from  240  to  320  nanometers. 
The  curves  shall  be  similar,  and  each 
shall  have  a  maximum  at  292  ±2  nano¬ 
meters  and  a  minimum  at  269±2 
nanometers. 

(7)  Residue  on  ignition.  Proceed  as  di¬ 
rected  in  §  141.510  of  this  chapter. 

(8)  Heavy  metals.  Proceed  as  directed 
in  §  141.511  of  this  chapter. 

(9)  Specific  surface  area — (i)  Proce¬ 
dure.  Determine  the  apparent  particle 
size  in  microns  by  the  air-permeation 
method,  using  a  suitable  subsieve  sizer. 
Weigh  1.819  grams  ±0.001  gram  of  the 
sample  and  transfer  to  the  compression 
tube  of  the  apparatus.  Compact  the  sam¬ 
ple  with  moderate  pressure  so  that  it  has 
a  uniform  porosity.  Pass  compressed  dry 
air  through  the  sample  and  measure  the 
air  pressure  with  a  water  manometer. 
Observe  the  porosity  and  calculate  the 
apparent  particle  size  from  the  instru¬ 
ment  equation  or  read  it  from  a  chart 
that  has  been  calculated  in  accordance 
with  the  equation.  Repeat  the  readings 
at  successively  higher  degrees  of  com¬ 
paction  until  the  apparent  particle  size 
reaches  a  minimum.  Calculate  the  ob¬ 
served  specific  surface  area  (SSA)  in 
square  meters  per  gram  of  sample,  as 
follows: 

6 

Observed  SSA= - — - - 

Minimum  apparent  particle 
size  in  microns  x  1.455  XF 

where  F  is  a  factor  used  to  correct  the  ap¬ 
parent  particle  size  to  the  true  particle  size : 


Porosity  reading  F 

0.80  . . 1.3771 

0.76 .  1.4142 

0.72  . . 1.4573 

0.68  .  1.5082 

0.64 . 1.5690 

0.60  . . 1.6432 

0.56  . . 1.7353. 

0.52 . 1.8528 

0.48  -  2.0076 

0.44  -  2.2203 

0.40 - 2.5298 


(ii)  Standard.  Determine  the  observed 
specific  surface  area  of  the  griseofulvin 
specific  surface  area  standard  by  the 
method  prescribed  in  subdivision  (i)  of 
this  subparagraph,  using  the  same  in¬ 
strument  and  the  same  air  pressure 
setting. 

(iii)  Calculations.  Calculate  the  cor¬ 
rected  specific  surface  area  of  the  sample 
as  follows : 


(10)  Crystallinity.  Proceed  as  directed 
in  §  141.504(a)  of  this  chapter. 

§148g.2  Griseofulvin  tablets. 

(a)  Requirements  for  certification — 

(1)  Standards  of  identity,  strength,  qual¬ 
ity,  and  purity.  Griseofulvin  tablets  are 
tablets  composed  of  griseofulvin,  with  or 
without  one  or  more  suitable  fillers,  color¬ 
ings,  lubricants,  and  binders.  Each  tablet 
contains  125,  250,  or  500  milligrams  of 
griseofulvin.  The  potency  is  satisfactory 
if  it  is  not  less  than  90  percent  and  not 
more  than  115  percent  of  the  number  of 
milligrams  of  griseofulvin  that  it  is  rep¬ 
resented  to  contain.  The  loss  on  drying 
is  not  more  than  5.0  percent.  They  shall 
disintegrate  within  1  hour.  The  griseoful¬ 
vin  used  conforms  to  the  standards  pre¬ 
scribed  by  §  148g.l(a)  (1). 

(2)  Labeling.  It  shall  be  labeled  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  §  148.3 
of  this  chapter. 

(3)  Requests  for  certification;  samples. 
In  addition  to  the  requirements  of  §  146.2 
of  this  chapter,  each  such  request  shall 
contain : 

(i)  Results  of  tests  and  assays  on: 

(a)  The  griseofulvin  used  in  making 
the  batch  for  potency,  safety,  loss  on  dry¬ 
ing,  melting  point,  specific  rotation, 
identity,  residue  on  ignition,  heavy 
metals,  specific  surface  area,  and 
crystallinity. 

<  t> )  The  batch  for  potency,  loss  on  dry¬ 
ing,  and  disintegration  time. 

(11)  Samples  required: 

(a)  The  griseofulvin  used  in  making 
the  batch:  10  packages,  each  containing 
not  less  than  1  gram. 

(b)  The  batch:  A  minimum  of  36 
tablets. 


(ii)  Microbiological  agar  diffusion 
assay.  Proceed  as  directed  in  §  141.110 
of  this  chapter,  preparing  the  sample 
for  assay  as  follows:  Powder  the  tablets 
and  weigh  an  amount  of  the  powder  as 
described  in  subdivision  (i)  of  this  sub- 
paragraph.  Transfer  the  powder  to  a 
flask  of  500-milliliter  capacity.  Add  a 
sufficient  quantity  of  dimethylformamide 
to  give  a  stock  solution  of  convenient 
concentration.  Shake  well  and  carefully 
warm  the  contents  over  a  steam  bath. 
Stopper  the  flask,  place  on  an  automatic 
shaking  machine,  and  shake  for  15  min¬ 
utes.  Transfer  25  to  30  milliliters  to  a 
centrifuge  tube,  close  the  tube,  and  cen¬ 
trifuge  sufficiently  to  obtain  a  clear  su¬ 
pernatant.  Dilute  an  aliquot  of  the  super¬ 
natant  with  dimethylformamide  to  give 
a  concentration  of  100  micrograms  of 
griseofulvin  per  milliliter  (estimated). 
Further  dilute  with  0.1JU  potassium 


(b)  Tests  and  methods  of  assay — (1) 
Potency.  Use  either  of  the  following 
methods:  however,  the  results  obtained 
from  the  microbiological  agar  diffusion 
assay  shall  be  conclusive. 

(i)  Spectrophotometric  assay.  Pro¬ 
ceed  as  directed  in  §  148g.l(b)  (1)  (i),  ex¬ 
cept  prepare  the  sample  for  assay  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Weigh  accurately  a  representa¬ 
tive  number  of  tablets  and  determine 
the  average  weight  per  tablet.  Reduce  the 
tablets  to  a  fine  powder  in  a  mortar  and 
transfer  an  amount  of  powder  contain¬ 
ing  200  milligrams  (estimate)  of  griseo¬ 
fulvin  to  a  200-milliliter  glass-stoppered 
volumetric  flask.  Add  about  100  milli¬ 
liters  of  methyl  alcohol  to  the  flask. 
Warm  the  contents  by  heating  the  flask 
carefully  over  a  steam  bath.  Swirl  the 
contents  several  times  during  the  heating 
period.  Shake  the  flask  on  a  mechani¬ 
cal  shaker  for  15  minutes,  allow  to  cool 
to  room  temperature,  and  adjust  to  vol¬ 
ume  with  methyl  alcohol.  Mix  well.  Fil¬ 
ter  30  to  40  milliliters  through  paper, 
discarding  the  first  10  to  15  milliliters  of 
filtrate.  Transfer  exactly  2.0  milliliters 
of  the  subsequent  filtrate  to  a  200-milli¬ 
liter  volumetric  flask,  adjust  to  volume 
with  methyl  alcohol,  and  mix  well.  Us¬ 
ing  a  suitable  ultraviolet  spectrophotom¬ 
eter  and  matched  1 -centimeter  quartz 
cells,  set  the  instrument  to  100  percent 
transmission  with  methyl  alcohol.  Deter¬ 
mine  the  absorbance  of  the  sample  and 
working  standard  (prepared  as  described 
in  §  148g.l(b)  (1)  (i)  (a) )  at  the  absorp¬ 
tion  peak  at  292±nanometers.  Calculate 
the  milligrams  of  griseofulvin  per  tablet 
as  follows: 


phosphate  buffer,  pH  8.0  (solution  3>, 
to  the  reference  concentration  of  5.0  mi¬ 
crograms  of  griseofulvin  per  milliliter. 

(2)  Loss  on  drying.  Proceed  as  directed 
in  §  141.501(b)  of  this  chapter. 

(3)  Disintegration  time.  Proceed  as  di¬ 
rected  in  §  141.540  of  this  chapter,  using 
the  procedure  described  in  paragraph 
(e)(1)  of  that  section. 

§  1  18".. 3  Griseofulvin  capsules. 

(a)  Requirements  for  certification — 
(1)  Standards  of  identity,  strength,  qual¬ 
ity,  and  purity.  Griseofulvin  capsules  are 
gelatin  capsules  containing  griseofulvin 
with  a  suitable  filler  and  binder,  with  or 
without  a  suitable  lubricant.  Each  cap¬ 
sule  contains  125  or  250  milligrams  of 
griseofulvin.  The  potency  is  satisfactory 
if  it  is  not  less  than  90  percent  and  not 
more  than  115  percent  of  the  number 
of  milligrams  of  griseofulvin  that  it  is 


Absorbance  average  weight 
of  of  tablet  in 

sample  X  milligrams  X  200,000 

Milligrams  of  griseofulvin  per  tablet  = - .  .  -  ■  i - 3 — r — .  ...  _ 

66  at  x  weight  of  powder  tested  in  milligrams 

where: 

a,  —  Absorptivity  (1  percent,  1  cm.)  of  the  griseofulvin  working  standard  measured 
at  292  ±2  nanometers. 
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represented  to  contain.  The  loss  on  dry¬ 
ing  is  not  more  than  1.0  percent.  The 
griseofulvin  used  conforms  to  the  stand¬ 
ards  prescribed  by  §  148g.l(a)  (1) . 

(2)  Labeling.  It  shall  be  labeled  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of 
§  148.3  of  this  chapter. 

(3)  Requests  for  certification;  sam¬ 
ples.  In  addition  to  the  requirements  of 
$  146.2  of  this  chapter,  each  such  request 
shall  contain: 

(i)  Results  of  tests  and  assays  on: 

( a )  The  griseofulvin  used  in  making 
the  batch  for  potency,  safety,  loss  on  dry¬ 
ing,  melting  point,  specific  rotation, 
identity,  residue  on  ignition,  heavy 
metals,  specific  surface  area,  and 
crystallinity. 

(b)  The  batch  for  potency  and  loss  on 
drying. 

(ii)  Samples  required : 

(a)  The  griseofulvin  used  in  making 
the  batch:  10  packages,  each  containing 
not  less  than  1  gram. 

(b)  The  batch:  A  minimum  of  30 
capsules. 

(b)  Tests  and  methods  of  assay — (1) 
Potency.  Use  either  of  the  following 
methods;  however,  the  results  obtained 
from  the  microbiological  agar  diffusion 
assay  shall  be  conclusive. 

(i)  Spectrophotometric  assay.  Pro¬ 
ceed  as  directed  in  §  148g.l<b)  <1)  (i). 


except  prepare  the  sample  as  follows: 
Weigh  accurately  the  contents  of  a  rep¬ 
resentative  number  of  capsules  and 
determine  the  average  weight  per  cap¬ 
sule.  Mix  the  contents  of  the  capsules 
and  transfer  an  amount  of  powder  con¬ 
taining  200  milligrams  (estimated)  of 
griseofulvin  to  a  200-milliliter  glass- 
stoppered  volumetric  flask.  Add  about 
100  milliliters  of  methyl  alcohol  to  the 
flask.  Warm  the  contents  by  heating  the 
flask  carefully  over  a  steam  bath.  Swirl 
the  contents  several  times  during  the 
heating  period.  Shake  the  flask  on  a 
mechanical  shaker  for  15  minutes,  allow 
to  cool  to  room  temperature,  and  adjust 
to  volume  with  methyl  alcohol.  Mix  well. 
Filter  30  to  40  milliliters  through  paper, 
discarding  the  first  10  to  15  milliliters  of 
filtrate.  Transfer  exactly  2.0  milliliters  of 
the  subsequent  filtrate  to  a  200 -milliliter 
volumetric  flask,  adjust  to  volume  with 
methyl  alcohol,  and  mix  well.  Using  a 
suitable  ultraviolet  spectrophotometer 
and  matched  1-centimeter  quartz  cells, 
set  the  instrument  to  100  percent  light 
transmission  with  methyl  alcohol.  Deter¬ 
mine  the  absorbance  of  the  sample  and 
working  standard  (prepared  as  described 
in  §  148g.l(b)  (1)  (i)  (a) )  at  the  absorp¬ 
tion  peak  at  292±2  nanometers.  Calculate 
the  milligrams  of  griseofulvin  per  cap¬ 
sule  as  follows: 


1970,  issue  of  the  Federal  Register  (35 
F.R.  20011). 

All  interested  persons  were  given  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  process  by  submission  of  com¬ 
ments  in  writing  and  in  person  at  an 
oral  hearing  held  on  February  19,  1971. 
Changes  have  been  made  in  the  text  of 
the  original  proposal  as  a  result  of  these 
comments. 

In  consideration  of  the  comments  re¬ 
ceived  and  pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  section  6  of  the  Act  of 
July  19,  1952  (66  Stat.  793;  35  U.S.C.  6), 
Parts  1  and  3  of  Title  37,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  are  hereby  amended  as 
follows: 

1.  In  §  1.78,  paragraph  (b)  has  been 
revised  and  paragraph  (c)  has  been 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.78  Cross-referenres  to  oilier  applica- 
tions. 

•  *  *  *  * 

(b)  Where  two  or  more  applications 
filed  by  the  same  applicant  contain  con¬ 
flicting  claims,  elimination  of  such 
claims  from  all  but  one  application  may 
be  required  in  the  absence  of  good  and 
sufficient  reason  for  their  retention  dur¬ 
ing  pendency  in  more  than  one 
application. 

(c)  Where  two  or  more  applications, 
or  an  application  and  a  patent  naming 
different  inventors  and  owned  by  the 
same  party  contain  conflicting  claims, 
the  assignee  may  be  called  upon  to  state 
which  named  inventor  is  the  prior  in¬ 
ventor.  In  addition  to  making  said 
statement,  the  assignee  may  also  explain 
why  an  interference  should  be  declared 
or  that  no  conflict  exists  in  fact. 

2.  Section  1.321  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§1.321  Statutory  disclaimer. 

(a)  A  disclaimer  under  35  U.S.C.  253 
must  identify  the  patent  and  the  claim 
or  claims  which  are  disclaimed,  and  be 
signed  by  the  person  making  the  dis¬ 
claimer,  who  shall  state  therein  the  ex¬ 
tent  of  his  interest  in  the  patent.  A 
disclaimer  which  is  not  a  disclaimer  of  a 
complete  claim  or  claims  may  be  refused 
recordation.  A  notice  of  the  disclaimer 
is  published  in  the  Official  Gazette  and 
attached  to  the  printed  copies  of  the 
specification.  In  like  manner  any 
patentee  or  applicant  may  disclaim  or 
dedicate  to  the  public  the  entire  term, 
or  any  terminal  part  of  the  term,  of  the 
patent  granted  or  to  be  granted. 

(b)  A  terminal  disclaimer,  when  filed 
in  an  application  to  obviate  a  double 
patenting  rejection,  must  include  a  pro¬ 
vision  that  any  patent  granted  on  that 
application  shall  be  enforceable  only  for 
and  during  such  period  that  said  patent 
is  commonly  owned  with  the  application 
or  patent  which  formed  the  basis  for  the 
rejection.  See  §  1.21  for  fee. 

3.  A  new  §  3.53  is  added,  which  reads 
as  follows: 

§  3.53  Terminal  disclaimers  in  applica¬ 
tions. 

To  the  Commissioner  of  Patents: 

Your  petitioner,  _ _ 

residing  at _  in  the  county  of 

_ and  State  of - rep- 


Milltgrams  of  griseofulvin  per  capsule  = 


Absorbance  average  weight  of 

of  the  x  capsule  content  In  x  200,000 
sample  milligrams 


a  j  X  weight  of  powder  tested  in  milligrams 

where:  , 

at  =  Absorptivity  (1  percent,  1  cm.)  of  the  griseofulvin  working  standard  measured 
at  292  ±2  nanometers. 


(ii)  Microbiological  agar  diffusion 
assay.  Proceed  as  directed  in  §  141.110  of 
this  chapter,  preparing  the  sample  for 
assay  as  follows:  Dissolve  the  contents  of 
a  representative  number  of  capsules  in 
sufficient  dimethylformamide  to  give  a 
stock  solution  of  convenient  concentra¬ 
tion.  Dilute  an  aliquot  of  the  stock  solu¬ 
tion  with  dimethylformamide  to  give  a 
concentration  of  100  micrograms  of 
griseofulvin  per  milliliter  (estimated). 
Further  dilute  with  0.1M  potassium 
phosphate  buffer,  pH  8.0  (solution  3),  to 
the  reference  concentration  of  5.0  mi¬ 
crograms  of  griseofulvin  per  milliliter 
(estimated! . 

(2)  Loss  on  drying.  Proceed  as  di¬ 
rected  in  §  141.501(b)  of  this  chapter. 

The  amendment  in  this  order  is,  in 
effect,  the  initial  issuance  of  regulations 
providing  for  certification  under  section 
507  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cos¬ 
metic  Act  of  drugs  for  which  prior 
approvals  of  applications  under  section 
505  of  the  act  were  effective  the  day  be¬ 
fore  the  effective  date  of  section  507(h) 
of  the  act.  This  order  is  in  accordance 
with  the  provision  of  section  507(h)  that 
such  initial  issuance  shall,  with  respect 
to  the  conditions  of  use  prescribed,  rec¬ 
ommended,  or  suggested  in  the  labeling 
covered  by  such  applications,  not  be 
conditioned  upon  an  affirmative  finding 
of  the  efficacy  of  such  drugs. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  30  days  after  its  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Register. 


(Sec.  507(h),  59  Stat.  463,  as  amended,  76 
Stat.  786;  21  U.S.C.  357(h)) 

Dated:  February  20,  1971. 

H.  E.  Simmons, 
Director,  Bureau  of  Drugs. 

|  PR  Doc.71-5309  Filed  4-16-71;8:45  am] 

Title  37— PATENTS,  TRADE¬ 
MARKS,  AND  COPYRIGHTS 

Chapter  I — Patent  Office,  Department 
of  Commerce 

PART  1— RULES  OF  PRACTICE  IN 
PATENT  CASES 

PART  3— FORMS  FOR  PATENT  CASES 
Conflicting  Claims 

These  rule  changes  are  intended  to 
provide:  (1)  A  basis  for  requiring  a  de¬ 
termination  of  priority  without  an  in¬ 
terference  by  the  common  owner  of  a 
plurality  of  applications,  or  patent  and 
applications,  containing  conflicting 
claims,  and  (2)  a  basis  for  requiring  in¬ 
clusion  of  a  common  ownership  clause 
in  all  terminal  disclaimers  filed  to 
obviate  a  double  patenting  rejection. 

The  proposal  to  amend  Title  37,  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations,  by  revising 
§§  1.78  and  1.321  and  by  adding  a  new 
§  3.53  was  published  in  the  December  31, 
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resents  that  he  is  (here  state  exact  interest 
of  the  disclaimant  and,  if  he  is  an  assignee, 
set  out  the  liber  and  page  or  reel  and  frame 
where  the  assignment  is  recorded)  of  ap¬ 
plication  Serial  No.  _ _  filed  on  the 

_ day  of _ _  19 _ for _ 

Your  petitioner,  _ , 

hereby  disclaims  the  terminal  part  of  any 
patent  granted  on  the  above-identified  ap¬ 
plication,  which  would  extend  beyond  the 

expiration  date  of  Patent  No.  _  and 

hereby  agrees  that  any  patent  so  granted  on 
the  above -identified  application  shall  be  en¬ 
forceable  only  for  and  during  such  period 
that  the  legal  title  to  said  patent  shall  be 
the  same  as  the  legal  title  to  United  States 

Patent  No _ _  this  agreement  to  run  with 

any  patent  granted  on  the  above-identified 
application  and  to  be  binding  upon  the 
grantee,  its  successors  or  assigns. 

Effective  date.  This  revision  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  on  April  30,  1971. 

William  E.  Schuyler,  Jr., 
Commissioner  of  Patents. 

Approved:  April  12,  1971. 

James  H.  Wakelin,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary  for 
Science  and  Technology. 

[FR  Doc.71-5418  Filed  4-16-71;8:51  am] 

Title  41— PUBLIC  CONTRACTS 
AND  PROPERTY  MANAGEMENT 

Chapter  101 — Federal  Property 
Management  Regulations 
SUBCHAPTER  E — SUPPLY  AND  PROCUREMENT 

PART  101-26—  PROCUREMENT 
SOURCES  AND  PROGRAMS 

Issuance  of  Authorizations  to  Use  GSA 
Supply  Sources  by  Activities  Other 
Than  Federal  Agencies 

Policy  and  procedures  are  provided  to 
permit  agencies  to  authorize  prime 
grantees  and  contractors,  when  in  the 
best  interest  of  the  Government,  to  au¬ 
thorize  the  use  of  GSA  supply  sources  by 
subordinate  activities  performing  work 
directly  related  to  the  primary  grant 
program  or  the  cost-reimbursement  con¬ 
tract. 

The  table  of  contents  for  Part  101-26 
Is  amended  as  follows : 

Sec. 

101-26.700-1  Definitions. 

101-26.708  Furnishing  information  to  re¬ 
cipients  of  authorizations. 

Subpart  101-26.7 — Use  of  GSA  Sup¬ 
ply  Sources  by  Grantees  and  Con¬ 
tractors 

Subpart  101-26.7  is  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows  : 

§  101-26.700  Scope  of  sulipart. 

This  subpart  provides  policies  and  pro¬ 
cedures  regarding  the  use  of  GSA  supply 
sources  by  recipients  of  Federal  grants 
including  subgrantees,  and  by  contrac¬ 
tors  and  subcontractors  in  performing 
contracts  where  a  substantial  dollar  por¬ 
tion  of  such  Government  contracts  is  of 
a  cost-reimbursement  nature. 


§  101-26.700—1  Definitions. 

As  used  in  this  Subpart  101-26.7,  the 
following  terms  have  the  meanings  as  set 
forth  below: 

(a)  ‘'Prime  grantee  or  contractor” 
means  the  initial  recipient  of  the  grant 
or  cost-reimbursement  contract  specifi¬ 
cally  awarded  Federal  funds  or  a  Federal 
contract  by  an  agency  to  complete  a 
specific  grant  program  or  a  cost-reim¬ 
bursement  contract. 

(b)  “Subordinate  activity”  means  any 
activity  performing  work  directly  related 
to  the  primary  grant  program  or  the 
cost- reimbursement  contract  and  re¬ 
sponsible  to  the  prime  grantee  or  con¬ 
tractor  for  the  performance  of  such 
work. 

(c)  “GSA  supply  sources”  include 
GSA  supply  distribution  facilities,  GSA 
self-service  stores,  Federal  Supply  Sched¬ 
ules,  and  other  programs  of  the  Federal 
Supply  Service,  such  as  providing  auto¬ 
matic  data  processing  equipment,  sup¬ 
plies,  and  services. 

§  101-26.701  Applicability. 

Tlie  provisions  of  this  subpart  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  all  executive  agencies.  Estab¬ 
lishments  in  the  legislative  or  judicial 
branch  of  the  Government  are  encour¬ 
aged  to  use  these  provisions  when  in¬ 
volved  in  similar  programs. 

§  101—26.702  Policy  on  use  of  GSA  sup¬ 
ply  sources. 

(a)  GSA  supply  sources  are  available 
to  recipients  of  Federal  grants,  includ¬ 
ing  subgrantees,  and  to  contractors,  and 
subcontractors  performing  certain  Gov¬ 
ernment  contracts  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Subpart  1-5.9  when  the 
agency  controlling  or  administering  the 
grant  or  contract: 

(1)  Determines  such  use  is  in  the  best 
interest  of  the  Government; 

(2)  Determines  such  use  is  not  pro¬ 
hibited  by  law;  and 

(3)  Issues  an  authorization  to  use 
these  supply  sources. 

(b)  GSA  supply  sources  are  available 
to  subordinate  activities  (when  the 
agency  controlling  or  administering  the 
grant  or  contract  determines  it  is  in  the 
best  interest  of  the  Government  and 
not  prohibited  by  law) : 

(1)  By  direct  authorization  from  the 
agency  controlling  or  administering  the 
grant  or  contract;  or 

(2)  By  authorization  from  the  prime 
grantee  or  contractor  when  so  provided 
by  the  agency  controlling  or  administer¬ 
ing  the  grant  or  contract  in  their  letter 
of  authorization  to  the  prime  grantee  or 
contractor. 

§  101—26.703  Agency  determinations. 

Determination  to  authorize  activities 
involved  in  Federal  grants  or  contracts 
to  use  GSA  supply  sources,  or  to  permit 
prime  grantees  and  contractors  to  issue 
similar  authorizations  to  subordinate 
activities,  shall  be  based  on  consideration 
of  at  least  the  following  factors: 

*  *  •  *  * 

§  101—26.704  Agency  authorizations. 

Authorizations  to  use  GSA  supply 
sources  shall  be  in  writing  and  shall  con- 


roi  n 
tOlo 

tain  such  limitations  or  conditions  as  the 
agency  considers  necessary  in  the  public 
interest.  Recipients  of  authorizations 
shall  also  be  instructed,  in  writing,  that 
supplies  and  services  procured  through 
GSA  sources  shall  be  confined  to  use  in 
connection  with  performance  under  Fed¬ 
eral  grants  or  contracts. 

***** 

(b)  *  *  * 

(3)  Provide  that  pertinent  policies  and 
procedures  in  the  Federal  Property  Man¬ 
agement  Regulations  (FPMR)  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  recipients  of  authoriza¬ 
tions  to  the  same  degree  as  specified 
therein  to  the  Federal  agency  issuing  the 
authorization.  For  example,  the  use  of 
the  Federal  Standard  Requisitioning  and 
Issue  Procedure  (FEDSTRIP),  including 
the  use  of  address  and  billing  codes,  as 
provided  in  Subpart  101-26.2.  would  be 
applicable  in  connection  with  the  ac¬ 
quisition  of  material  from  GSA;  and 
***** 

(c)  In  lieu  of  a  separate  authoriza¬ 
tion  for  each  subordinate  activity,  an 
agency  may  provide  in  the  letter  of  au¬ 
thorization  to  the  prime  grantee  or  con¬ 
tractor  a  copy  of  such  letter  to  serve  as 
authorization  for  subordinate  activities 
designated  by  the  agency,  prime  grantee, 
or  contractor.  A  listing  of  the  names  and 
addresses  of  the  subordinate  activities  so 
authorized  shall  be  attached  to  the  copy 
of  the  agency’s  letter  of  authorization 
and  forwarded  by  cover  letter  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  §  101-26.705. 

(d)  If  determined  that  an  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  use  GSA  supply  sources  may  be 
issued  by  a  prime  grantee  or  contractor 
to  a  subordinate  activity,  the  agency 
shall  include  such  determination  in  the 
authorization  issued  to  the  prime  grantee 
or  contractor  together  with  the  require¬ 
ment  that  any  authorization  so  issued 
shall  be  subject  to  the  same  policies, 
procedures,  limitations,  and  conditions 
as  contained  in  the  agency’s  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  the  prime  grantee  or  contractor. 

§  101—26.703  Distribution  and  termina¬ 
tion  of  authorizations. 

At  the  time  of  issuance  of  an  authori¬ 
zation,  copies  shall  be  forwarded  to  the 
General  Services  Administration  (FFS), 
Washington,  D.C.  20406,  and  to  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Supply  Service  of  the  GSA  regional 
office  serving  the  geographical  area  in 
which  the  facilities  of  the  authorized 
activities  are  located.  Notice  shall  be  fur¬ 
nished  promptly  to  these  GSA  offices  by 
the  authorizing  actiivty  whenever  an 
authorization  is  withdrawn  prior  to  the 
expiration  of  the  established  period  of 
effectiveness  or  upon  termination  of  a 
grant  or  contract  for  which  an  authori¬ 
zation  has  been  issued  without  a  termi¬ 
nation  date.  The  notification  shall  be  in 
writing  and  shall: 

*  *  *  *  * 

§  101—26.706  Orders  under  GSA  con¬ 
tracts. 

(a)  Orders  placed  under  Federal  Sup¬ 
ply  Schedule  contracts  or  GSA  term  con¬ 
tracts,  by  recipients  of  authorizations, 
shall  be  placed  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  applicable  grant  or  con¬ 
tract  and  letter  of  authorization.  Orders 
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so  placed  may  be  accepted  by  a  GSA  con¬ 
tractor  under  the  optional  use  provisions 
of  the  Federal  Supply  Schedule  pursu¬ 
ant  to  §  101-26.401-5.  Each  order  shall: 

<  1 )  Cite  the  GSA  contract  number; 

(2)  Cite  the  discount  terms  contained 
in  the  schedule  contract; 

(3)  Be  accompanied  by  a  copy  of  the 
authorization  (unless  a  copy  was  previ- 


tive  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  (4-17-71). 

Dated;  April  9,  1971. 

Rod  Kreger, 
Acting  Administrator 
of  General  Services. 
[FR  Doc.71-5390  Filed  4-16-71;8:48  am] 


live  attenuated  measles  virus  combined 
with  live  vaccinia  virus. 

(b)  Strains  of  virus.  Any  strain  of 
attenuated  measles  seed  virus  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  this  product  shall  meet 
the  requirements  of  §  73.1060(b)  and  any 
strain  of  vaccinia  seed  virus  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  this  product  shall 
meet  the  requirements  of  §  73.1140(b) . 


ously  furnished  to  the  contractor) ;  and 
( 4 )  Contain  a  statement  as  follows : 

This  order  is  placed  pursuant  to  written 

authorization  from _ 

dated _ _  ( _ ') .  In  the 

event  of  any  inconsistency  between  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  this  order  and  those  of 
your  contract,  the  latter  will  govern. 

(b)  In  the  event  a  Federal  Supply 
Schedule  (or  GSA  term  contract)  con¬ 
tractor  refuses  to  honor  an  order  placed 
in  accordance  with  the  authorization 
pursuant  to  this  subpart,  the  issuer  or 
holder  of  the  authorization  shall 
promptly  report  the  facts  and  circum¬ 
stances  to  the  General  Services  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FFS) ,  Washington,  DC  20406. 

§  101—26.707  Acquisition  of  GSA  stock. 

(a)  Requisitions  placed  by  recipients 
of  authorizations  for  GSA  stock  shall  be 
placed  in  accordance  with  the  authoriza¬ 
tion,  using  the  FEDSTRIP  format  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Sub¬ 
part  101-26.2.  Each  requisition  shall  in¬ 
clude  the  FEDSTRIP  address  codes 
assigned  by  the  Federal  Supply  Service 
of  the  appropriate  GSA  regional  office. 

(b)  Recipients  of  authorizations  may 
obtain  GSA  stock  items  from  GSA  self- 
service  stores  by  the  use  of  a  self-service 
store  shopping  plate.  Such  shopping 
plates  may  be  obtained  from  the  Federal 
Supply  Service  of  the  appropriate  GSA 
regional  office.  The  FEDSTRIP  address 
code  of  the  recipient  of  an  authorization 
furnished  by  GSA  will  be  embossed  by 
GSA  into  the  shopping  plate,  together 
with  other  significant  data. 

§  101—26.708  Furnishing  information  to 
recipients  of  authorizations. 

Agencies  shall  advise  recipients  of  au¬ 
thorizations  using  GSA  supply  sources 
to  obtain  GSA  publications  such  as  per¬ 
tinent  Federal  Supply  Schedules,  GSA 
stock  catalogs,  and  the  FEDSTRIP  Op¬ 
erating  Guide  from  or  through  any  GSA 
regional  office. 

§  101—26.709  Payment  for  items  or  serv¬ 
ices  received. 

Bills  for  GSA  stock  are  not  rendered  by 
GSA  until  after  shipment  has  been  made. 
Receipt  of  billing  is  construed  as  suffi¬ 
cient  evidence  of  delivery  to  establish 
liability  for  payment.  Accordingly,  au¬ 
thorizations  shall  contain  the  require¬ 
ment  that  payment  shall  be  made 
promptly  upon  receipt  of  billing. 

(Sec.  205  (c) ,  63  Stat.  390;  40  U.S.C.  486  (c)  ) 
Effective  date.  This  regulation  is  effec- 

1  Insert  “a  copy  of  which  Is  attached,”  or 
“a  copy  of  which  you  have  on  file,”  or  other 
suitable  language,  as  appropriate. 


Title  42— PUBLIC  HEALTH 

Chapter  I — Public  Health  Service,  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare 

SUBCHAPTER  F — QUARANTINE,  INSPECTION, 
LICENSING 

PART  73— BIOLOGICAL  PRODUCTS 

Subpart  B — Additional  Standards  for 
Viral  Vaccines 

Measles-Smallpox  Vaccine,  Live 

On  June  21,  1969,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (24  F.R.  9717-9718) 
proposing  to  amend  Part  73  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  regulations  by  prescrib¬ 
ing  standards  of  safety,  purity,  and  po¬ 
tency  for  Measles-Smallpox  Vaccine, 
Live. 

Views  and  arguments  respecting  the 
proposed  standards  were  invited  to  be 
submitted  within  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  of  the  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  and  notice  was  given  of  intention 
to  make  any  amendments  that  were 
adopted  effective  60  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Only  one  letter  of  comment  was  re¬ 
ceived.  It  indicated  complete  agreement 
with  the  proposed  standards.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  amendments  to  Part  73  of  the 
Public  Health  Service  regulations  are 
hereby  adopted  to  become  effective  60 
days  after  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Section  designations  have 
been  changed  to  conform  to  the  recodi¬ 
fication  of  Part  73  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  September  2,  1970  (35 
F.R.  13922-13961). 

1.  Part  73  is  amended  by  adding  to 
the  table  of  contents  after  “73.1146 
Equivalent  methods.”,  the  following: 

Measles-Smallpox  Vaccine,  Live 

Sec. 

73.1160  The  product. 

73.1161  Production. 

73.1162  Tests  for  safety. 

73.1163  Potency  tests. 

73.1164  General  requirements. 

73.1165  Clinical  trials  to  qualify  for  license. 

73.1166  Equivalent  methods. 

2.  Subpart  B  of  Part  73  is  amended  by 
adding  the  following  immediately  after 
§  73.1146: 

Measles-Smallpox  Vaccine,  Live 
§73.1160  The  product. 

(a)  Proper  name  and  definition.  The 
proper  name  of  this  product  shall  be 
Measles-Smallpox  Vaccine,  Live.  The 
product  shall  consist  of  a  preparation  of 


(c)  Neurovirulence  of  measles  virus 
and  seed  strain.  The  neurovirulence  of 
the  measles  virus  seed  strain  shall  be 
tested  as  prescribed  in,  and  meet  the 
requirements  of,  §  73.1060(c). 

(d)  Reference  vaccines.  Reference 
Measles  Virus  Vaccine,  Live,  Attenuated, 
and  Reference  Smallpox  Vaccine  and 
reconstitution  fluid  shall  be  obtained 
from  the  Division  of  Biologies  Standards. 
The  reference  measles  vaccine  shall  be 
used  as  a  control  for  correlation  of  virus 
titers  for  the  measles  component  of  the 
product.  The  reference  smallpox  vaccine 
shall  be  used  to  determine  the  potency 
of  the  smallpox  component  of  the 
product. 

§  73.1161  Production. 

The  measles  vaccine  component  of  this 
product  shall  be  manufactured  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with,  and  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of,  §  73.1061.  The  smallpox  vac¬ 
cine  component  of  this  product  shall  be 
manufactured  in  accordance  with,  and 
meet  the  requirements  of,  §  73.1142,  and 
in  addition,  prior  to  any  filtration  or 
dilution,  shall  be  tested  for  potency  in 
accordance  with  §  73.1144  and  shall  have 
a  potency  at  least  equivalent  to  that  of 
the  Reference  Smallpox  Vaccine. 

§  73.1 162  Tests  for  safety. 


The  measles  virus  component  of  this 
product  shall  be  tested  for  safety  as 
prescribed  in  §  73.1062.  The  smallpox 
component  of  this  product  shall  be 
tested  for  safety  as  prescribed  in  §  73. 
1143(a).  The  product  is  satisfactory  if 
the  safety  test  results  meet  the  require 
ments  of  §§  73.1062  and  73.1143(a), 
respectively. 

§  73.1163  Potency  tests. 

Each  lot  of  Measles-Smallpox  Vaccine, 
Live,  shall  be  tested  for  potency,  as 
follows: 

(a)  Measles.  After  neutralization  of 
the  vaccinia  virus,  each  lot  of  the  product 
shall  be  tested  for,  and  shall  meet  the 
measles  vaccine  requirements  of,  potency 
prescribed  in  §  73.1063. 

(b)  Smallpox.  Each  lot  of  the  product 
shall  be  tested  for  potency  as  prescribed 
in  §  73.1144.  The  product  is  satisfactory 
if  the  vaccinia  virus  contained  in  one 
human  dose  is  at  least  equivalent  to  that 
contained  in  0.5  ml.  of  the  Reference 


Smallpox  Vaccine  diluted  1:100. 

(c)  Heated  vaccine.  Samples  of  dried 
vaccine  from  final  containers  shall  be 
taken  at  random  and  tested  as  prescribed 
in,  and  shall  meet  the  potency  require¬ 
ments  of,  §  73.1144  (a)  (6)  (iv)  or  (b)  (4) 
(iv). 
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§  73.1164  General  requirements. 

(a)  Sterility.  Each  lot  of  vaccine  shall 
be  tested  for,  and  meet  the  sterility  re¬ 
quirements  of,  §  73.730,  regardless  of  the 
source  of  the  vaccinia  virus. 

(b)  Identity.  An  immunological  and 
virological  identity  test  shall  be  per¬ 
formed  either  on  each  pool  or  the  bulk 
vaccine  prior  to  filling  into  final  con¬ 
tainers,  or  for  each  filling.  If  the  immu¬ 
nological  and  virological  identity  test 
was  performed  only  on  the  pool  or  bulk 
vaccine,  a  final  container  identity  test 
must  be  performed  pursuant  to  §  73.760. 

(c)  Photochemical  deterioration ;  pro¬ 
tection.  Vaccine  final  containers  shall  be 
protected  against  photochemical  deteri¬ 
oration.  Such  containers  may  be  colored, 
or  outside  coloring  or  protective  covering 
may  be  used  for  this  purpose,  provided 

(1)  the  method  used  is  shown  to  provide 
the  required  protection,  and  (2)  visible 
examination  of  the  contents  is  not  pre¬ 
cluded. 

(d)  Labeling.  In  addition  to  the  items 
required  by  other  applicable  labeling  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  part,  labeling  silall  con¬ 
tain  a  statement  that  the  product  is  in¬ 
tended  for  administration  only  by  jet 
injector  and  a  description  of  the  method 
of  administration. 

(e)  Samples;  protocols;  official  re¬ 
lease.  For  each  lot  of  vaccine  the  follow¬ 
ing  materials  shall  be  submitted  to  the 
Director,  Division  of  Biologies  Stand¬ 
ards,  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
Bethesda,  MD  20014: 

(1)  A  protocol  which  consists  of  a 
summary  of  the  history  of  manufacture 
of  each  filling  including  all  results  of 
each  test  for  which  test  results  are  re¬ 
quested  by  the  Director,  Division  of 
Biologies  Standards. 

(2)  A  total  of  no  less  than  120  ml.  in 
10  ml.  volumes,  in  a  frozen  state  (—60° 
C.) ,  of  the  bulk  measles  component  prior 
to  clarification  and  containing  no  pre¬ 
servative  or  adjuvant,  and  no  less  than 
100  ml.  in  10  ml.  volumes,  in  a  frozen  state 
(— 60°C.) ,  of  the  bulk  measles  component 
after  clarification  and  containing  stabi¬ 
lizer  but  no  preservative  or  adjuvant, 
taken  prior  to  filling  into  final  containers. 

(3)  A  frozen  5  ml.  sample  of  the  small¬ 
pox  component  prior  to  any  dilution  or 
filtration. 

(4)  A  frozen  5  ml.  sample  of  the  small¬ 
pox  component  taken  subsequent  to  any 
dilution  or  filtration. 

(5)  A  sample  consisting  of  no  less  than 
the  equivalent  of  25  ml.  of  reconstituted 
vaccine  packaged  in  no  less  than  five 
final  containers. 

The  product  shall  not  be  issued  by  the 
manufacturer  until  notification  of  official 
release  of  the  filling  is  received  from  the 
Director,  Division  of  Biologies  Standards. 

§73.1165  Clinical  trials  to  qualify  for 
license. 

In  addition  to  demonstrating  that  the 
measles  component  meets  the  require¬ 
ments  of  §  73.1065,  the  measles  and  small¬ 
pox  antigenicity  of  the  final  product 
shall  have  been  determined  by  clinical 
trials  of  adequate  statistical  design  con¬ 
ducted  with  five  consecutive  lots  of  the 


final  vaccine  manufactured  by  the  same 
methods  and  administered  as  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  manufacturer.  Such  clini¬ 
cal  trials  shall  include  administration  of 
the  product  to  measles  and  smallpox  sus¬ 
ceptible  individuals  and  to  persons  pre¬ 
viously  immunized  with  smallpox  vac¬ 
cine.  At  least  95  percent  of  the  smallpox 
susceptible  persons  shall  show  a  primary 
vaccination  reaction  and  at  least  95  per¬ 
cent  of  persons  previously  immunized 
with  smallpox  vaccine  shall  show  a  re¬ 
vaccination  reaction.  At  least  90  percent 
of  the  measles  susceptible  individuals 
shall  demonstrate  measles  neutralizing 
antibodies  at  the  1 : 8  dilution  or  greater. 
There  shall  also  be  a  demonstration  of 
the  safety  of  the  product,  by  administra¬ 
tion  as  recommended  by  the  manufac¬ 
turer,  under  circumstances  wherein  ade¬ 
quate  clinical  and  epidemiological  sur¬ 
veillance  of  illness  has  been  maintained. 

§73.1166  Equivalent  methods. 

Modification  of  any  particular  manu¬ 
facturing  method  or  process  or  the  con¬ 
ditions  under  which  it  is  conducted  as 
set  forth  in  the  additional  standards  re¬ 
lating  to  Measles-Smallpox  Vaccine,  Live 
(§§  73.1160  to  73.1165,  inclusive),  shall 
be  permitted  whenever  the  manufacturer 
presents  evidence  that  demonstrates  the 
modification  will  provide  assurances  of 
the  safety,  purity,  and  potency  of  the 
vaccine  that  are  equal  to  or  greater  than 
the  assurances  provided  by  such  stand¬ 
ards,  and  the  Director,  National  Insti¬ 
tutes  of  Health,  so  finds  and  makes  such 
finding  a  matter  of  official  record. 

§  73.740  [Amended] 

3.  Section  73.740(a)  (2)  is  amended  by 
inserting  immediately  after  “Measles 
Virus  Vaccine,  Live,  Attenuated”  a 
comma  and  the  words  “Measles-Small¬ 
pox  Vaccine,  Live”. 

(Sec.  215,  58  Stat.  690,  as  amended;  42  U.S.C. 
216;  sec.  351,  58  Stat.  702,  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  262) 

Dated:  April  12,  1971. 

Robert  Q.  Marston, 

Director, 

National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[PR  Doc.71-5391  Filed  4-16-71;8:48  am] 


Title  49— TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter  V — National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration,  Department 
of  Transportation 

PART  571— FEDERAL  MOTOR 
VEHICLE  SAFETY  STANDARDS 

Retreaded  Pneumatic  Tires  for 
Passenger  Cars 

Proposals  to  amend  §  571.21  of  Title  49, 
“Federal  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Stand¬ 
ards,”  to  add  a  new  standard  on  re¬ 
treaded  tires  for  use  on  passenger  cars, 
were  published  October  14,  1967  (32  F.R. 
14280),  and  March  5, 1970  (35  F.R.  4136) . 
Prior  to  the  latter  notice,  on  April  10, 
1969,  a  technical  conference  was  held  at 
which  a  discussion  paper  was  offered  for 


comments.  Based  upon  this  prior  rule- 
making  activity,  and  after  considering 
those  comments  received,  a  new  motor 
vehicle  safety  standard  is  hereby  issued 
that  requires  manufacturers  of  retreaded 
tires  for  passenger  cars  to  comply  with 
specified  requirements. 

The  standard  requires  retreaded  pneu¬ 
matic  tires  for  passenger  cars  to 
meet  requirements  for  bead  unseating, 
strength,  endurance,  and  high  speed  per¬ 
formance  identical  to  those  specified  for 
new  pneumatic  passenger  car  tires  in 
Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard  No.  109, 
and  to  meet  physical  dimension  and  la¬ 
beling  requirements  similar  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  Standard  No.  109.  Many 
comments  received  in  response  to  the 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  raised  ob¬ 
jections  to  these  requirements.  One  ob¬ 
jection  was  that  the  requirements  make 
the  retreader  responsible  for  the  per¬ 
formance  of  the  casing  as  well  as  for  his 
own  retreading  process.  The  casing  is, 
however,  one  of  the  raw  materials  used  in 
the  retreading  process.  As  such,  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  the  soundness  of  the  cas¬ 
ing  can  lie  only  with  the  retreader,  as  it  is 
he  who  will  determine  that  the  casing  is 
suitable  for  retreading  purposes. 

Some  comments  objected  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  because  they  believed  them 
to  be  inappropriate  for  the  retreaded 
tires.  Their  position  was  that  Standard 
No.  109,  in  specifying  requirements  for 
new  tires,  took  into  account  that  new 
tires  are  designed  to  be  used  for  more 
than  one  tread  life.  Consequently,  it  is 
argued,  it  is  unreasonable  to  subject  a 
retreaded  tire,  whose  casing  has  already 
undergone  use  through  at  least  one  tread 
life,  to  the  same  performance  criteria 
as  a  new  tire.  The  purpose  of  Standard 
No.  109,  however,  is  to  provide  the  pub¬ 
lic  with  passenger  car  tires  that  will 
perform  safely  under  modern  driving 
conditions.  These  conditions  are  the 
same  whether  a  new  tire  or  a  retreaded 
tire  is  involved,  and  call  for  the  same 
performance  requirements,  as  far  as  is 
practicable.  In  agreement  with  this  re¬ 
sult  is  the  position  of  certain  parties  who 
recommended  that  requirements  for  new 
and  retreaded  tires  be  identical.  Their 
position  was  that  retreaded  tires  must 
meet  the  same  minimum  performance 
requirements  as  new  tires  in  order  to 
prevent  them  from  being  considered  as 
unsafe,  or  as  less  safe,  than  new  tires. 

Many  comments  particularly  objected 
to  the  proposed  requirement  that  re¬ 
treaded  tires  must  meet  the  same  physi¬ 
cal  dimension  requirements  as  new  tires. 
It  is  recognized  that  tires  may  shrink 
during  the  retreading  process.  A  dimen¬ 
sional  requirement  for  retreaded  tires  is 
necessary,  however,  to  ensure  that  re¬ 
treaded  tires  labeled  a  certain  size  are 
within  a  specified  maximum  tolerance  of 
the  size.  Consequently,  as  there  may  be 
difficulty  in  requiring  retreaded  tires  to 
meet  the  same  physical  dimension  re¬ 
quirements  as  new  tires,  the  standard  as 
issued  requires  that  the  section  width 
and  the  overall  width  of  retreaded  tires 
not  exceed  by  more  than  10  percent  the 
figure  provided  as  the  section  width  in 
Appendix  A  of  Standard  No.  109.  This  is 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  36,  NO.  75— SATURDAY,  APRIL  17,  1971 


7316 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


a  slight  relaxation  of  the  proposed  re¬ 
quirement,  which  specified  a  7-percent 
tolerance. 

Several  objections  were  also  raised  to 
the  proposed  requirements  for  tire  cas¬ 
ings.  These  proposals  were  that  casings 
used  in  retreaded  tires  not  have  bead 
wire  or  cord  fabric  exposed  either  be¬ 
fore  or  during  the  retreading  process, 
chat  they  not  have  a  belt  or  ply  removed 
during  retreading,  and  that  casings  con¬ 
tain  the  labels  on  them  by  the  original 
tire  manufacturer  pursuant  to  Standard 
No.  109.  Many  comments  objected  to  the 
prohibition  of  retreading  on  casings  hav¬ 
ing  exposed  cord  fabric  either  before  or 
during  processing.  The  argument  was 
presented  that  cord  fabric  exposed  dur¬ 
ing  the  buffing  part  of  the  retreading 
process  can  be  and  often  is  repaired 
without  affecting  the  service  life  or 
safety  of  the  retreaded  tire.  As  an  alter¬ 
native,  some  comments  suggested  that 
this  requirement  be  changed  to  require 
that  cord  fabric  not  be  “damaged.”  Once 
cord  fabric  has  been  exposed,  however, 
it  is  far  more  likely  to  have  been  worn, 
exposed  to  moisture,  or  damaged  in  some 
other  way.  Furthermore,  the  suggested 
language  would  be  nearly  impossible  to 
enforce,  as  any  determination  of  "dam¬ 
age”  would  be  largely  subjective.  Requir¬ 
ing  that  the  fabric  not  be  exposed,  how¬ 
ever,  is  a  far  less  subjective  test,  and 
is  consequently  less  subject  to  error.  The 
proposed  requirement  has  accordingly 
been  retained. 

Objections  were  also  raised  to  the  re¬ 
quirement  that  would  prohibit  the  re  - 
moval  of  a  belt  from  a  tire  casing  during 
processing.  The  argument  presented  was 
that  belt  removal,  and  the  addition  or 
replacement  of  a  belt  as  well,  should  be 
allowed  if  the  finished  tire  can  meet  the 
specified  requirements.  The  agency  has 
concluded,  however,  that  belt  removal, 
addition,  and  replacement  raise  ques¬ 
tions  concerning  compatibility  of  mate¬ 
rials  ar.d  tire  performance  for  which  no 
data  is  presently  available.  Until  such 
time  as  information  is  available  on  the 
effects  on  tire  performance  of  belt  re¬ 
moval,  addition,  or  replacement,  these 
practices  will  be  prohibited  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  retreaded  tires. 

The  proposed  rule  would  have  required 
retreaded  tires  to  be  labeled  with  the 
same  information  required  on  new  pneu¬ 
matic  tires  by  Standard  No.  109.  The  pre¬ 
amble  to  the  notice  indicated  that  this 
provision,  requiring  all  original  labeling 
to  be  on  the  casing  and  to  be  retained 
through  the  retreading  process,  would  be 
accompanied  by  changes  in  the  labeling 
requirements  of  Standard  No.  109  that 
would  require  the  original  label  to  be 
placed  in  an  area  of  the  new  tire  side- 
wall  where  it  would  not  be  subject  to 
destruction  either  during  use  or  during 
retreading.  As  this  amendment  has  not 
been  made  to  Standard  No.  109,  the  pro¬ 
posed  labeling  requirements  are  being 
modified.  They  require  that  each  casing 
be  one  that  has  been  labeled  pursuant 
to  S4.3  of  Standard  No.  109,  but  that  the 
completed  retreaded  tire  need  only  re¬ 
tain  enough  of  the  original  label  to  dis¬ 
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play  each  item  of  required  information 
in  at  least  one  location.  The  labeling  re¬ 
quirements  also  provide  that  the  re¬ 
treaded  tire  be  certified  by  labeling  the 
tire  with  the  symbol  DOT,  located  on  the 
tire  as  specified  in  Part  574,  “Tire  Iden¬ 
tification  and  Record  Keeping.” 

The  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
would  have  required  retreaders  to  submit 
certain  information  to  the  agency,  in¬ 
cluding  a  statement  that  records  would 
be  maintained  by  the  retreader  for  a 
period  of  at  least  3  years.  These  record 
keeping  requirements  involved  records  of 
materials  used  in  the  retreading  process, 
records  of  process  control,  and  records  of 
performance  tests  and  reported  defects 
and  failures.  The  purpose  of  these  pro¬ 
posed  requirements  would  have  been  to 
provide  information  to  assist  retreaders 
in  ascertaining  which  tires  might  be  sus¬ 
pect  in  the  event  of  a  finding  of  noncon¬ 
formity  or  a  safety-related  defect.  In 
consideration  of  comments  received,  the 
standard  as  now  issued  does  not  contain 
record  keeping  requirements,  and  record 
keeping  by  retreaders  will  be  on  a  vol¬ 
untary  basis,  consistently  with  the  other 
standards.  The  NHTSA  strongly  recom¬ 
mends,  however,  that  retreaders  retain 
information  on  the  materials  and  proc¬ 
esses  that  they  use,  so  that  in  the  event 
of  a  defect  or  noncompliance  they  will 
be  able  to  determine  which  tires  are 
involved. 

Similarly,  the  standard  does  not  re¬ 
quire  retreaders  to  maintain  records  of 
performance  tests  or  of  reported  defects 
and  failures.  Retreaders  should  be  aware, 
however,  that  they  are  required  to  exer¬ 
cise  due  care  in  manufacturing  retreaded 
tires  to  comply  with  this  standard,  and 
that  information  of  this  type  is  likely  to 
be  an  important  step  in  proving  due  care. 

Effective  date:  January  1,  1972. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
§571.21  of  Title  49,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  is  amended  by  adding  a  new 
motor  vehicle  safety  standard,  No.  117, 
“Retreaded  Pneumatic  Tires:  Passenger 
Cars”  as  set  forth  below. 

(Secs.  103,  112,  113,  114,  119,  201,  National 
Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act  of  1966 
(15  U.S.C.  secs.  1392,  1401,  1402,  1403,  1407, 
1421);  delegation  of  authority  at  49  CFR 
1,51  (35  F.R.  4955)  ) 

Issued  on  April  14, 1971. 

Douglas  W.  Toms, 
Acting  Administrator. 

§  571.21  Federal  motor  vehicle  safety 
standards. 

•  •  *  •  • 

Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard  No.  117 

RETREADED  PNEUMATIC  TIRES - PASSENGER 

CARS 

51.  Scope.  This  standard  specifies  per¬ 
formance,  labeling,  and  certification  re¬ 
quirements  for  retreaded  pneumatic 
passenger  car  tires. 

52.  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this  stand¬ 
ard  is  to  require  retreaded  pneumatic 
passenger  car  tires  to  meet  safety  cri¬ 
teria  similar  to  those  for  new  pneumatic 
passenger  car  tires. 


53.  Application.  This  standard  applies 
to  retreaded  pneumatic  tires  for  use  on 
passenger  cars  manufactured  after  1948. 

54.  Definitions. 

54.1  “Casing”  means  a  used  tire  to 
which  additional  tread  may  be  attached 
for  the  purpose  of  retreading. 

“Retreaded”  means  manufactured  by 
a  process  in  which  a  tread  is  attached 
to  a  casing. 

54.2  All  terms  defined  in  Motor  Ve¬ 
hicle  Safety  Standards  Nos.  109  and  110 
are  used  as  defined  therein. 

55.  Requirements. 

55.1  Retreaded  tires. 

55.1.1  Except  as  specified  in  S5.1.3, 
each  retreaded  tire,  when  mounted  on  a 
test  rim  specified  for  its  size  designation 
in  Appendix  A  of  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Standard  No.  110,  shall  comply  with  the 
following  requirements  of  Standard  No. 
109: 

(a)  S4.1  (Size  and  construction). 

(b)  S4.2.1  (General). 

(c)  S4.2.2.3  (Tubeless  tire  resistance  to 
bead  unseating) . 

(d)  S4.2.2.4  (Tire  strength). 

(e)  S4. 2.2.5  (Tire  endurance). 

(f)  S4.2.2.6  (High  speed  performance). 

55.1.2  Except  as  specified  in  S5.1.3, 
each  retreaded  tire,  when  mounted  on 
a  test  rim  specified  for  its  size  designa¬ 
tion  in  Appendix  A  of  Motor  Vehicle 
Safety  Standard  No.  110,  shall  comply 
with  the  requirements  of  S4.2.2.2  of 
Standard  No.  109,  except  that  the  section 
width  and  overall  width  of  the  tire  shall 
not  exceed  by  more  than  10  percent  the 
section  width  specified  for  its  size  desig¬ 
nation  and  type. 

55.1.3  Each  retreaded  tire  shall  be 
capable  of  meeting  the  requirement  of 
S5.1.1.  and  S5.1.2  when  mounted  on  any 
rim  in  accordance  with  those  sections. 
However,  a  particular  tire  need  not  meet 
further  requirements  after  having  been 
subjected  to,  and  having  met  the  require¬ 
ments  of,  one  of  the  following  test 
groups: 

(a)  The  physical  dimension  (S5.1.2), 
bead  unseating  (S5. 1.1(c) ),  and  strength 
(S5. 1.1(d) )  tests;  or 

(b)  The  endurance  test  (S5.1.1(e)); 
or 

(c)  The  high  speed  performance  test 
(85.1.1(f)). 

55.1.4  No  retreaded  tire  shall  have  a 
recommended  maximum  load  rating  or 
maximum  permissible  inflation  pressure 
that  is  greater  than  that  originally  speci¬ 
fied  on  the  casing  pursuant  to  S4.3  of 
Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard  No.  109. 

S5.2  Casings. 

55.2.1  No  retreaded  tire  shall  be 

manufactured  with  a  casing  on  which 
cord  fabric  or  bead  wire  is  exposed  either 
before  or  during  processing. 

55.2.2  No  retreaded  tire  shall  be 

manufactured  with  a  casing — 

(a)  From  which  a  belt  or  ply,  or  part 
thereof,  is  removed  during  processing; 
or 

(b)  On  which  a  belt  or  ply,  or  part 
thereof,  is  added  or  replaced  during 
processing. 
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S5.2.3  Each  retreaded  tire  shall  be 
manufactured  with  a  casing  that  has 
been  labeled  pursuant  to  S4.3  of  Motor 
Vehicle  Safety  Standard  No.  109. 

S6.  Certification  and  labeling. 

56.1  Each  manufacturer  of  a  re¬ 
treaded  tire  shall  certify  that  his  product 
complies  with  this  standard,  pursuant  to 
section  114  of  the  National  Traffic  and 
Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act  of  1966,  by 
labeling  the  tire  with  the  symbol  DOT 
in  the  location  specified  by  §  574.5  of  this 
chapter. 

56.2  Each  retreaded  tire  shall  retain 
enough  of  the  labeling  information,  re¬ 
quired  to  be  on  the  casing  pursuant  to 
S5.2.3,  that  each  item  of  information 
specified  in  S4.3  of  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Standard  No.  109  is  clearly  legible  in  at 
least  one  location  on  the  completed  re¬ 
treaded  tire. 

[FR  Doc.71-5439  Filed  4-16-71;8:51  am] 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  VII — Agricultural  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  and  Conservation  Service  (Ag¬ 
ricultural  Adjustment),  Department 
of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  B — FARM  MARKETING  QUOTAS 
AND  ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS 

PART  728— WHEAT 

Subpart — Wheat  Set-Aside  Programs 
for  Crop  Years  1971-73 

1972  National  Domestic  Allotment  of 
Wheat 

Basis  and  purpose.  The  regulations 
contained  in  §  728.4  are  issued  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  to  determine 
and  proclaim  the  1972  national  domestic 
allotment  for  wheat. 

Pursuant  to  section  379c (a)  (1)  of  the 
Act,  as  amended,  the  Secretary  is  re¬ 
quired  to  determine  and  proclaim  a 
national  domestic  allotment  for  the  1972 
and  1973  crops  of  wheat  not  later  than 
April  15  of  each  calendar  year  for  the 
crop  harvested  in  the  next  succeeding 
calendar  year.  The  national  domestic 
allotment  for  any  crop  of  wheat  shall  be 
the  number  of  acres  which  the  Secretary 
determines  on  the  basis  of  the  estimated 
national  yield  will  result  in  marketing 
certificates  being  issued  to  producers  par¬ 
ticipating  in  the  program  in  an  amount 
equal  to  the  amount  of  wheat  which  he 
estimates  will  be  used  for  food  products 
for  consumption  in  the  United  States 
during  the  marketing  year  for  the  crop 
but  not  less  than  535  million  bushels.  The 
determination  in  §  728.4  of  the  1972  na¬ 
tional  domestic  allotment  for  wheat  is 
based  on  the  estimated  participation, 
acreage,  yield  and  usage  set  out  therein. 

The  findings  and  determinations  con¬ 
tained  in  §  728.4  have  been  made  on  the 
basis  of  the  latest  available  statistics  of 


the  Federal  Government  as  required  by 
section  301(c)  of  the  Act. 

Part  728  is  amended  by  adding  a  new 
§  728.4  to  read  as  follows: 

§  728.4  1972  national  domestic  allot¬ 

ment  for  wheat. 

Based  on  (a)  an  estimated  national 
average  yield  of  29.8  bushels  of  wheat  per 
acre,  (b)  estimated  producer  participa¬ 
tion  in  the  1972  wheat  set-aside  program 
of  92  percent  and  (c)  the  use  of  535  mil¬ 
lion  bushels  of  wheat  for  food  products 
for  consumption  in  the  United  States 
during  the  marketing  year  beginning 
July  1,  1972,  the  1972  national  domestic 
allotment  for  wheat  is  determined  to  be 
19.7  million  acres,  and  a  1972  national 
domestic  allotment  of  that  amount  is 
hereby  proclaimed.  The  quantity  of 
wheat  which  it  is  estimated  will  be  used 
for  food  products  for  consumption  in  the 
United  States  during  the  1972  marketing 
year  is  530  million  bushels.  Since  this  is 
less  than  the  minimum  quantity  of  535 
million  bushels  required  under  section 
379c(a)(l)  of  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  to  be  used 
in  determining  the  national  domestic 
allotment,  the  quantity  of  535  million 
bushels  of  wheat  was  used  in  the  fore¬ 
going  determination. 

(Sec.  728.4  Issued  under  secs.  301,  375,  379c, 
52  Stat.  38,  as  amended,  52  Stat.  66,  as 
amended,  84  Stat.  1364;  7  U.S.C.  1301,  1375, 
1379c) 

Effective  date.  These  regulations  shall 
be  effective  upon  filing  with  the  Director, 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April 
15,  1971. 

Clifford  M.  Hardin, 
Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

[FR  Doc.71-5527  Filed  4-16-71;12:09  pm] 


Chapter  IX — Consumer  and  Market¬ 
ing  Service  (Marketing  Agreements 
and  Orders;  Fruits,  Vegetables, 
Nuts),  Department  of  Agriculture 

[Lemon  Reg.  476] 

PART  910— LEMONS  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA  AND  ARIZONA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

§  910.776  Lemon  Regulation  476. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  910,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
910),  regulating  the  handling  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona,  effec¬ 
tive  under  the  applicable  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674),  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations  and  information  submitted 
by  the  Lemon  Administrative  Commit¬ 
tee,  established  under  the  said  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  and 
upon  other  available  information,  it  is 


hereby  found  that  the  limitation  of  han¬ 
dling  of  such  lemons,  as  hereinafter  pro¬ 
vided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice  to 
engage  m  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
533)  because  the  time  intervening 
between  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  when  this  section  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insuffici¬ 
ent,  and  a  reasonable  time  is  permitted, 
under  the  circumstances,  for  prepara¬ 
tion  for  such  effective  time;  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  the  provisions 
hereof  effective  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 
The  committee  held  an  open  meeting 
during  the  current  week,  after  giving 
due  notice  thereof,  to  consider  supply 
and  market  conditions  for  lemons  and 
the  need  for  regulations;  interested  per¬ 
sons  were  afforded  an  opportunity  to 
submit  information  and  views  at  this 
meeting;  the  recommendation  and  sup¬ 
porting  information  for  regulations  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  specified  herein  were 
promptly  submitted  to  the  Department 
after  such  meeting  was  held;  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  section,  including  its 
effective  time,  are  identical  with  the 
aforesaid  recommendation  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  and  information  concerning  such 
provisions  and  effective  time  has  been 
disseminated  among  handlers  of  such 
lemons;  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act,  to 
make  this  section  effective  during  the 
period  herein  specified;  and  compliance 
with  this  section  will  not  require  any 
special  preparation  on  the  part  of  per¬ 
sons  subject  hereto  which  cannot  be 
completed  on  or  before  the  effective  date 
hereof.  Such  committee  meeting  was 
held  on  April  13,  1971. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quan¬ 
tities  of  lemons  grown  in  California  and 
Arizona  which  may  be  handled  during 
the  period  April  18,  1971,  through  April 
24,  1971,  are  hereby  fixed  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1:  2,000  cartons; 

(ii)  District  2:  223,000  cartons; 

(iii)  District  3:  Unlimited. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled,” 
“District  1,”  “District  2,”  “District  3,” 
and  “carton”  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  in  the  said  amended  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  April  15,  1971. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Consumer  and 
Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.71-5485  Filed  4-16-71;8:51  am] 
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Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Consumer  and  Marketing  Service 

[  7  CFR  Parts  1090,  1098,  1103,  1104, 
1106,  1121,  1130  1 

MILK  IN  CHATTANOOGA,  TENN.,  AND 
CERTAIN  OTHER  MARKETING  AREAS 

Notice  of  Proposed  Suspension  or 

Termination  of  Certain  Provisions  of 

Orders 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amend¬ 
ed  (7  U.S.C.  801  et  seq.) ,  the  suspension  or 
termination  of  certain  provisions  of  the 
orders  regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in 
the  Chattanooga,  Term.;  Nashville, 
Tenn.;  Mississippi;  Red  River  Valley; 
Oklahoma  Metropolitan;  South  Texas; 
and  Corpus  Christi  marketing  areas  is 
being  considered. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  proposed  suspension  or 
termination  should  file  the  same  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  Room  112-A,  Administra¬ 
tion  Building,  U.S.  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250,  not  later 
than  10  days  from  the  date  of  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register.  All 
documents  filed  should  be  in  quadrupli¬ 
cate. 

All  written  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  office  of  the 
Hearing  Clerk  during  regular  business 
hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

The  provisions  proposed  to  be  sus¬ 
pended  or  terminated  are  as  follows. 

Chattanooga — Part  1090. 1.  In  §  1090.7, 
paragraph  (c). 

2.  In  §  1090.11,  paragraph  (b)(1). 

3.  In  §  1090.74(a),  the  word  "pool” 
wherever  appearing. 

Nashville— Part  1098.  1.  In  §  1098.7, 
“Milk  so  diverted  shall  be  deemed  to  have 


been  received  at  the  pool  plant  from 
which  diverted  if  for  the  account  of  the 
handler  operating  such  pool  plant  or  at 
a  pool  plant  at  the  location  of  the  pool 
plant  from  which  diverted  if  for  the  ac¬ 
count  of  a  cobperative  association.” 

2.  In  §  1098.11,  paragraph  (c). 

3.  In  §  1098.53(a)  the  word  “pool”  pre¬ 
ceding  the  word  “plant.” 

4.  In  §  1098.83(b),  the  word  “pool” 
wherever  appearing. 

Mississippi — Part  1103.  1.  In  §  1103.11, 
paragraph  (c). 

2.  In  §  1103.15,  in  the  introductory 
text,  “ Provided ,  That  milk  diverted  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  said 
paragraph  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been 
received  by  the  diverting  handler  at  the 
location  of  the  pool  plant  from  which  it 
was  diverted  and;” 

3.  In  5  1103.53(a),  the  word  "pool” 
preceding  the  word  “plant.” 

4.  In  5  1103.92(a),  the  word  “pool” 
wherever  appearing. 

Red  River  Valley — Part  1104.  1.  In 
§  1104.52(a)  the  word  “pool”  preceding 
the  word  “plant.” 

2.  In  §  1104.63,  paragraphs  (b)  and 
(c). 

3.  In  §  1104.63(d)  the  words  “during 
the  months  of  September  through 
December.” 

4.  In  §  1104.74,  the  word  “pool”  pre¬ 
ceding  the  word  “plant.” 

Oklahoma  Metropolitan — Part  1106. 

1.  In  §  1106.9,  paragraph  (c). 

2.  In  §  1106.11,  the  portion  of  para¬ 
graph  (c)  which  reads;  “which  owns  or 
operates  a  plant  described  in  §  1106.9(c)  ”. 

3.  In  §  1106.12,  the  words  appearing  in 
the  second  sentence  “and  milk  so  diverted 
shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  received 
at  the  pool  plant  from  which  diverted 
for  the  purpose  of  determining  location 
differentials  pursuant  to  §  1106.81.” 

4.  In  §  1106.53(a)  the  word  “pool” 
which  precedes  the  word  “plant.” 

5.  In  5  1106.81(a),  the  word  “pool” 
in  both  instances  where  it  precedes  the 
word  “plant.” 


South  Texas — Part  1121.  In  §  1121.10, 
paragraph  (c). 

Corpus  Christi — Part  1130.  In  §  1130.10, 
paragraph  (c). 

Statement  of  consideration.  The  provi¬ 
sions  for  pooling  cooperatively  operated 
plants,  as  referred  to  above,  were  adopted 
for  the  purpose  of  facilitating  the  local 
cooperative’s  function  of  balancing  milk 
supplies  for  handlers  in  the  local  market 
area  and  disposition  of  the  local  mar¬ 
ket’s  reserve  milk.  At  the  time  of  adop¬ 
tion  individual  market  supplies  were  ba¬ 
sically  local  in  character.  These  provi¬ 
sions  have  been  in  the  orders  for  some 
time. 

These  pooling  provisions  have  resulted 
in  the  association  with  the  subject  mar¬ 
kets,  as  producer  milk,  of  large  volumes 
of  distant  milk  which  are  not  part  of  any 
regular  supply  needed  to  meet  the  fluid 
needs  of  the  local  market  and  without 
regular  shipment  to  the  market  and  in 
certain  instances,  such  milk  pooled  in  the 
market  currently  is  priced  as  though  de¬ 
livered  to  the  central  market,  even 
though  the  milk  actually  is  received  and 
utilized  at  plants  hundreds  of  miles  from 
the  local  marketing  area.  It  appears  that 
as  a  result  of  associating  supplies  of  milk 
on  this  basis  there  has  been  an  undue  re¬ 
duction  in  the  returns  for  their  milk  re¬ 
ceived  by  some,  but  not  necessarily  all, 
producers  who  are  the  regular  source  of 
supply  for  the  respective  market  and  that 
this  practice  leads  to  disorderly  market¬ 
ing  conditions  contrary  to  the  basic  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  order.  Consequently,  the  above 
specified  provisions  are  being  considered 
for  suspension  or  termination  action. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April 
13,  1971. 

John  C.  Blum, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Regulatory  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.71-5377  Filed  4-16-71;8:47  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Army 

DIRECTOR  OF  CIVIL  DEFENSE 

Delegation  of  Authority  Regarding 

Use  of  Civil  Defense  Communica¬ 
tions  System  for  Disaster  Warnings 

April  2, 1971. 

Reference:  (a)  DOD  Directive  No.  5160.61, 
subject  as  above,  dated  March  6,  1971  (36 
F.R.  4795,  March  12,  1971) . 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in 
me  by  reference  (a),  I  hereby  delegate 
to  the  Director  of  Civil  Defense  the 
responsibilities,  functions,  powers,  and 
authorities  vested  in  me  concerning  the 
utilization  and  availability  of  civil  de¬ 
fense  communications  systems  for 
disaster  warnings. 

Stanley  R.  Resor, 

Secretary  of  the  Army. 

[FR  Doc.71-5371  Filed  4-16-71;8:47  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Reclamation 

PROPOSED  MONMOUTH-DALLAS  DI¬ 
VISION,  WILLAMETTE  RIVER  PROJ¬ 
ECT,  OREGON 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Draft 
Environmental  Statement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  draft 
of  document  entitled  “Environmental 
Statement  on  Monmouth-Dallas  Divi¬ 
sion,  Willamette  River  Project,  Oregon, 
Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969”  dated  March  1971,  has  been  pre¬ 
pared  as  required  by  the  Act  and  is  being 
placed  for  public  examination  in  offices 
of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  Boise,  Idaho,  and  Salem, 
Oreg.  Comments  received  within  60  days 
of  publication  of  this  notice  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  preparing  the  final  environ¬ 
mental  statement.  Single  copies  of  the 
draft  statement  may  be  obtained  on  re¬ 
quest,  or  a  copy  of  the  document  may  be 
examined  at  any  of  the  following  offices: 

Office  of  Information,  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion,  Room  7646,  Department  of  the  Interior, 
C  Street  between  18th  and  19th  Streets  NW„ 
Washington,  DC  20240,  telephone  (202) 
343-4662. 

Office  of  the  Regional  Director,  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  Federal  Office  Building,  550 
West  Fort  Street,  Boise,  ID  83707,  telephone 
(208)  342-2711. 

Lower  Columbia  Development  Office,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Reclamation,  1775  32d  Place  NE., 
Salem,  OR  97303,  telephone  (503  )  585-1793. 

Ellis  L.  Armstrong, 

Commissioner  of  Reclamation. 

April  9, 1971. 

[FR  Doc.71-5374  Filed  4-16-71; 8:47  am] 
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Geological  Survey 

[Colorado  134] 

COLORADO 

Coal  Land  Classification  Order 

Pursuant  to  authority  under  the  Act  of 
March  3,  1879  (20  Stat.  394;  43  U.S.C. 
31),  and  as  delegated  to  me  by  Depart¬ 
mental  Order  2563,  May  2,  1950,  under 
authority  of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3 
of  1950  (64  Stat.  1262) ,  the  following  de¬ 
scribed  lands,  insofar  as  title  thereto  re¬ 
mains  in  the  United  States,  are  hereby 
classified  as  shown: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian 

RECLASSIFIED  COAL  LAND  FROM  NONCOAL  LAND 

Prior  classification  of  the  following  de¬ 
scribed  land  as  noncoal  land  is  hereby  re¬ 
voked  and  the  land  is  reclassified  as  coal 
land: 

T.  3  N„  R.  80  W„ 

Sec.  4,  lots  7,  and  9  to  12,  inclusive,  SE(4 
NW>4,  NEI/4SW14; 

Tract  37,  that  part  lying  in  the 
sec.  4. 

NONCOAL  LAND 

T.  2  N„  R.  79  W„ 

Secs.  1  to  5,  inclusive; 

Sec.  6,  lots  1,  2,  4,  6  and  7,  S>/2NEi4,  E »/2 

swy4,  se(4; 

Secs.  7  to  30,  inclusive: 

Sec.  31,  lots  1  to  3,  inclusive,  NE]4,  E y2 
W'/i.  SEi/4; 

Sec.  32,  NW*4 ,  S>/2; 

Secs.  33  to  36,  inclusive. 

T.  3  N„  R.  79  W„ 

Secs.  1  to  30,  inclusive: 

Sec.  31,  lots  1  and  2,  NW14NE14,  Ei/2NW»4; 
Secs.  32  to  36,  Inclusive. 

T.  2N„  R.  79»/2W„ 

Secs.  1, 12,  13, 24,  25,  and  36. 

T.  2  N„  R.  80  W., 

Sec.  1; 

Secs.  3  to  10,  inclusive: 

Sec.  11,  lots  1  and  2,  N»/2NE^,  S^NW'/i, 
SW14.SW14SE14; 

Sec.  12,  N>/2,  NWy4SWi/4,  SE>4; 

Secs.  13  to  24,  inclusive; 

Sec.  25,  NEV4,  \V'/2,  E1/2SEV4: 

Secs.  26  to  36,  inclusive; 

Tracts  37,  38, 40,  and  41. 

T.  3  N„  R.  80  W„ 

Cpoo  1  ond  O. 

Sec. ’ll,  lot  1,  Ni/2,  N>/2SW'i,  SE'/4SW'/4, 
SE«4; 

Secs.  12  and  13; 

Sec.  14,  lots  1,  4,  6  to  11,  inclusive,  and 
14  to  17,  inclusive,  Ni/2NE>4,  NE>4NW>4; 
Sec.  23,  lots  1,  2,  3,  5,  6,  and  7,  NE^NWV4; 
Sec.  24,  lots  1  to  16,  inclusive,  SW^NE^, 
wy2SEV4; 

Sec.  25,  lots  1  to  11,  Inclusive,  W^NE^, 
SE!iNW>/4,  NE  %  SW  >/4 ,  NWV4SE14; 

Sec.  36,  lots  1  to  4,  inclusive; 

Tracts  42  and  44. 

The  area  described  aggregates  72,160 
acres,  more  or  less,  of  which  about  285 
acres  which  were  formerly  classified  non¬ 
coal  land  are  reclassified  coal  land,  and 
about  71,875  acres  are  classified  noncoal 
land. 

W.  A.  Radlinski, 
Acting  Director. 

April  12, 1971. 

[FR  Doc.71-5379  Filed  4-16-71;8:47  am] 


GEOTHERMAL  STEAM  ACT  OF  1970 
Known  Geothermal  Resources  Areas; 
Partial  List 

Publication  pursuant  to  section  21(a) 
of  the  Geothermal  Steam  Act  of  1970 
(84  Stat.  1566)  of  a  partial  list  of  lands 
determined  to  be  included  within  known 
geothermal  resources  areas  on  Decem¬ 
ber  24,  1970,  the  effective  date  of  the  Act. 
In  accordance  with  this  statutory  direc¬ 
tion  and  pursuant  to  the  authority  under 
the  Act  of  March  3,  1879  (43  U.S.C.  31) 
as  supplemented  by  the  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  3  of  1950  (5  U.S.C.  481,  note) 
and  Order  No.  2563  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  (15  F.R.  3193),  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  lands  are  hereby  defined  as 
known  geothermal  resources  areas: 

(5)  California 

BRAWLET  KNOWN  GEOTHERMAL  RESOURCES  AREA 

T.  12S..R.  14  E„  SBM, 

Secs.  27  through  29  and  31  through  34. 

T.  13  S„  R.  14  E„ 

Secs.  2  through  30  and  33  through  35. 

The  area  described  aggregates  28,885  acres, 
more  or  less. 

DUNES  KNOWN  GEOTHERMAL  RESOURCES  AREA 
T.  12  S„  R.  14  E.,  SBM, 

Secs.  20,  27  through  29,  32  through  34,  48, 
and  49. 

T.  16  E.,  R.  19  E„ 

Secs.  3, 4,  and  5. 

The  area  described  aggregates  7,680  acres, 
more  or  less. 

GLAMIS  KNOWN  GEOTHERMAL  RESOURCES  AREA 

T.  13S..R.  17  E.,  SBM, 

Secs.  25  through  27,  and  34  through  36. 

T.  14  S.,  R.  17  E„ 

Secs.  1,  2,  and  12. 

T.  13  S.,  R.  17i/2  E„ 

Secs.  24  through  27,  and  34  through  36. 

T.  13  S.,  R.  18  E„ 

Secs.  22  through  36. 

T.  14  S„  R.  18  E„ 

Secs.  2  through  7,  and  37  through  41. 

The  area  described  aggregates  25,505  acres, 
more  or  less. 

HEBER  KNOWN  GEOTHERMAL  RESOURCES  AREA 

T.  16S..R.  13  E.,  SBM, 

Secs.  13,  14,  23  through  27,  and  34  through 
36. 

T.  17  S.,R.  13  E„ 

Secs.  1,  2, 10  through  15,  and  22  through  24. 
T.  16  S„  R.  14  E„ 

Secs.  8  through  10,  and  13  through  36. 

T.  17  S.,  R.  14  E„ 

Secs.  1  through  12,  and  15  through  22. 

T.  16  E„  R.  15  E„ 

Secs.  19  through  21,  and  27  through  34. 

T.  17  S.,  R.  15  E., 

Secs.  1  through  6,  and  10  through  15. 

T.  17  S.,  R.  16  E., 

Secs.  5  through  9,  and  16  through  18, 

The  area  described  aggregates  58,568  acres, 
more  or  less. 

(26)  Montana 

YELLOWSTONE  KNOWN  GEOTHERMAL  RESOURCES 

AREA 

T.  14  S.,  R.  5  E„  PM, 

Secs.  3,  4,  9,  10,  15,  16,  21,  22,  27,  28, 
33,  and  34. 
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T.  15  S.,R.  5E„ 

Secs.  3.  4,  9.  10,  15,  16,  21,  22,  27,  28, 
and  34. 

The  area  described  aggregates  12,763  acres, 
more  or  less. 

(28)  Nevada 

STEAMBOAT  SPRINGS  KNOWN  GEOTHERMAL 
RESOURCES  AREA;  CORRECTION 

The  Steamboat  Springs  known  geothermal 
resources  area  (36  F.R.  6627,  March  25,  1971) , 
F.R.  Doc.  71-4118,  is  corrected  as  follows: 

a.  “T.  17  N.,  R.  21  E.,  sec.  1”  is  changed  to 
read  “T.  17  N„  R.  19  E„  sec.  1.” 

b.  “T.  18  N.,  R.  21  E„  sec.  36”  is  changed 
to  read  “T.  18  N.,  R.  19  E„  sec.  36.” 

(37)  Oregon 

KLAMATH  FALLS  KNOWN  GEOTHERMAL 
RESOURCES  AREA 

T.  38  S.,  R.  9  E„  WM, 

Secs.  15  through  22,  and  26  through  35. 

T.  39  S.,R.9E„ 

Secs.  1  through  5,  and  9  through  12. 

The  area  described  aggregates  17,300  acres, 
more  or  less. 

This  list  completes  the  reporting  of 
lands  determined  at  this  time  to  be  with¬ 
in  a  known  geothermal  resources  area 
on  December  24,  1970,  the  effective  date 
of  the  Act.  Other  lists  have  been  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  at  36  F.R. 
5626,  March  25,  1971;  36  F.R.  6118,  April 
2,  1971;  and  36  F.R.  6441,  April  3,  1971. 

The  total  published  acreage  within 
known  geothermal  resources  areas,  on 
December  24,  1970,  within  each  State  are 


as  follows: 

Alaska _  88,160 

California _  1,051,533 

Idaho .  21,844 

Montana  _  12,763 

Nevada  _  344,027 

New  Mexico _  152,863 

Oregon  _  84,279 

Utah  _  13,521 

Washington _  17,622 


Grand  Total  1,786,612 


W.  A.  RADLINSKI, 

Acting  Director. 

April  13, 1971. 

] FR  Doc.  71-5368  Filed  4-16-71:8:46  am] 


“Income”  as  the  term  is  used  in  the 
notice  is  as  defined  in  paragraph  (b)  of 
§  271.3  of  the  Food  Stamp  Program 
Regulations. 

Pursuant  to  section  7  (a)  and  (b)  of 
the  Food  Stamp  Act,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  2016,  Public  Law  91-671) ,  the  face 
value  of  the  monthly  coupon  allotment 
which  the  State  agency  is  authorized  to 
issue  to  any  household  certified  as  eligi¬ 
ble  to  participate  in  the  program  and  the 
amount  charged  for  the  monthly  coupon 
allotment  in  Alaska  are  as  follows: 


Monthly  coupon  allotments  and 
purchase  requirements— Alaska 


For  a  household  of— 


Monthly  12  3  4 

net  income  person  persons  persons  persons 


The  monthly  coupon  allotment  Is— 


$40 

$76  $108  $136 

And  the  monthly  i 
requirement  1 

purchase 
is — 

0  to  $19.99 . 

0 

0 

0 

0 

$20  to  $29.99 _ 

$1 

$1 

0 

0 

$30  to  $39.99 _ 

4 

4 

$4 

$4 

$40  to  $49.99 _ 

6 

7 

7 

7 

$50  to  $59.99 _ 

8 

10 

10 

10 

$60  to  $69.99 _ 

10 

12 

13 

13 

$70  to  $79.99 _ 

12 

15 

16 

16 

$80  to  $89.99 _ 

14 

18 

19 

19 

$90  to  $99.99.  . 

16 

21 

21 

22 

$100  to  $109.99. . 

18 

23 

24 

25 

$110  to  $119.99.. 

20 

26 

27 

28 

$120  to  $129. 99_ 

22 

29 

30 

31 

$130  to  $139.99. . 

24 

31 

33 

34 

$140  to  $149.99. . 

25 

34 

36 

37 

$150  to  $169.99.  . 

28 

36 

40 

41 

$170  to  $189.99.. 

31 

42 

46 

47 

$190  to  $209.99. . 

34 

49 

52 

53 

$210  to  $229.99. . 

56 

58 

59 

$'230  to  $249.99. . 

63 

64 

65 

$250  to  $269.99. . 

70 

70 

71 

$270  to  $289.99. . 

70 

77 

$290  to  $309219. . 

82 

83 

$310  to  $329.99. . 

XX 

89 

$330  to  $359.99. . 

94 

95 

$360  to  $389.99. . 

99 

105 

$390  to  $419.99.. 

111 

$420  to  $449.99. _ 

123 

$4.50  to  $479.99.. 

127 

For  a  household  of— 


For  a  household  of— 


6  6  7  8 

persons  persons  persons  persons 

Monthly - . — 

net  The  monthly  coupon  allotment  is:— 

income  - - — — - 

$160  $184  $204  $224 


And  the  monthly  purchase  requirement 


$360  to  $389. 99..  105  106  107  108 

$390  to  $419. 99..  114  115  116  117 

$420  to  $449. 99..  123  124  125  126 

$450  to  $479. 99..  132  133  134  135 

$480  to  $509. 99. .  139  142  143  144 

$510  to  $539. 99..  151  151  152  153 

$540  to  $569. 99 .  160  161  162 

$570  to  $599. 99 .  169  170  171 

$600  to  $629. 99. .  175  179  180 

$630  to  $659. 99 .  188  189 

$660  to  $689. 99 .  19S  198 

$690  to  $719. 99  .  207 

$720  and  up .  215 


For  issuance  to  households  of  more 
than  eight  persons  use  the  following 
formula: 

A.  Value  of  the  total  allotment.  For 
each  person  in  excess  of  eight,  add  $20  to 
the  monthly  coupon  allotment  for  an 
eight-person  household. 

B.  Purchase  requirement.  1.  Use  the 
purchase  requirement  shown  for  the 
eight-person  household  for  households 
with  incomes  of  $719.99  or  less  per  month. 

2.  For  households  with  monthly  in¬ 
comes  of  $720  or  more,  use  the  following 
formula: 

For  each  $30  worth  of  monthly  income 
(or  portion  thereof)  over  $719.99,  add 
$9  to  the  monthly  purchase  requirement 
shown  for  an  eight-person  household' 
with  an  income  of  $719.99. 

3.  Maximum  monthly  purchase  re¬ 
quirements  for  households  of  more  than 
eight  persons  are:  Nine  persons  $235, 
10  persons  $255,  and  add  $20  for  each 
person  over  10. 

Effective  date.  This  notice  shall  be 
effective  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  (4-17-71). 

Richard  Lyng, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

April  13, 1971. 

[FR  Doc.71-5313  Filed  4-16-71:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Food  and  Nutrition  Service 

[FSP  No.  1971-21 

FOOD  STAMP  PROGRAM 
Maximum  Monthly  Allowable  Income 
Standards  and  Basis  of  Coupon 
Issuance;  Alaska 

Pursuant  to  section  5(b)  of  the  Food 
Stamp  Act,  as  amended,  (7  U.S.C.  2014, 
Public  Law  91-671),  the  maximum  al¬ 
lowable  monthly  income  standards  for 
determining  eligibility  of  all  types  of 
applicant  households  are  prescribed  as 
follows : 

Maximum  allowable 
monthly  income 


Household  size:  standards,  Alaska 

One  _  $200 

Two  . . 262 

Three  _  366 

Four  _  450 

Five  _  534 

Six  _  616 

Seven  _  684 

Eight . — . - .  750 

Each  additional  member _  +66 


Monthly 

net 

income 

5 

persons 

6 

persons 

7 

persons 

8 

persons 

The  monthly  coupon  allotment  is:— 

$160 

$184 

$204 

$224 

And  the  monthly  purchase  requirement 

is- 

0  to  $19.99 _ 

0 

0 

0 

0 

$20  to  $29. 99.  . . 

0 

0 

0 

0 

$30  to  $39. 99. . . 

$5 

$5 

$5 

$5 

$40  to  $49.99... 

8 

8 

8 

8 

$50  to  $59. 99. . . 

11 

11 

12 

12 

$60  to  $69. 99... 

14 

14 

15 

16 

$70  to  $79. 99. . 

17 

17 

18 

19 

$80  to  $89.99... 

20 

21 

2) 

22 

$90  to  $99. 99... 

23 

24 

25 

26 

$100  to  $109. 99. 

26 

27 

28 

29 

$110  to  $119. 99. 

29 

31 

32 

33 

$120  to  $129.99. 

33 

34 

35 

36 

$130  to  $139. 99 

36 

37 

38 

39 

$140  to  $149. 99. 

39 

40 

41 

42 

$150  to  $169. 99. 

42 

43 

44 

45 

$170  to  $189. 99. 

48 

49 

50 

51 

$11X1  to  $209.99. 

54 

55 

.56 

57 

$210  to  $229. 99. 

60 

61 

62 

63 

$230  to  $249. 99. 

66 

67 

68 

69 

$250  to  $269. 99. 

72 

73 

74 

75 

$270  to  $289. 99. 

78 

79 

80 

81 

$290  to  $309. 99. 

84 

85 

86 

87 

$310  to  $329. 99. 

90 

91 

92 

93 

$330  to  $359. 99 

96 

97 

98 

99 

[FSP  No.  1971-3] 

FOOD  STAMP  PROGRAM 

Maximum  Monthly  Allowable  Income 
Standards  and  Basis  of  Coupon 
Issuance;  Hawaii 

Pursuant  to  section  5(b)  of  the  Food 
Stamp  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  2014, 
Public  Law  91-671) ,  the  maximum  allow¬ 
able  monthly  income  standards  for  de¬ 
termining  eligibility  of  all  types  of 
applicant  households  are  prescribed  as 
follows: 

Maximum  allowable 
monthly  income 
standards,  Hawaii 


Household  size : 

One  .  $184 

Two  _ _ — . -  242 

Three .  337 

Four  _  414 

Five  . 491 

Six  _  567 

Seven _  629 

Eight .  690 

Each  additional  member -  +61 
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“Income”  as  the  term  is  used  in  the 
notice  is  as  defined  in  paragraph  (b)  of 
§  271.3  of  the  Food  Stamp  Program 
Regulations. 

Pursuant  to  section  7  (a)  and  (b)  of 
the  Food  Stamp  Act,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  2016,  Public  Law  91-671) ,  the  face 
value  of  the  monthly  coupon  allotment 
which  the  State  agency  is  authorized  to 
issue  to  any  household  certified  as  eligi¬ 
ble  to  participate  in  the  program  and  the 
amount  charged  for  the  monthly  coupon 


Monthly  coupon  allotments  and 
purchase  requirements— Hawaii 


For  a  household  of— 

Monthly 

12  3 

4 

net  income 

person  persons  persons 

persons 

The  monthly  coupon  allotment  is— 

$36  $68  $100 

$124 

And  the  monthly  purchase 
requirement  is— 


Oto  $10.00 . 

0 

0 

0 

0 

$20  to  $29.00 _ 

$1 

$1 

0 

0 

$30  to  $30.00 _ 

4 

4 

$4 

$4 

$40  to  $49.99 _ 

0 

7 

7 

7 

$50  to  $59.90 _ 

S 

10 

10 

10 

$60  to  $60.00 _ 

10 

12 

13 

13 

$70  to  $79.00 _ 

12 

15 

•16 

10 

$80  to  $89.99 _ 

14 

18 

10 

19 

$90  to  $90.99 _ 

16 

21 

21 

22 

$100  to  $109.99.. 

IS 

23 

24 

25 

$110  to  $119.90.. 

20 

26 

27 

28 

$120  to  $120.00.. 

22 

29 

30 

31 

$130  to  $130.99.. 

24 

31 

33 

34 

$140  to  $149.99.. 

25 

34 

36 

37 

$150  to  $160.90.. 

26 

30 

40 

41 

$170  to  $189.00.. 

30 

42 

46 

47 

$100  to  $200.00.  .  - 

4S 

52 

53 

$210  to  $220.90... 

55 

58 

59 

$230  to  $240.90... 

62 

04 

65 

$250  to  $260.00... 

70 

71 

$270  to  $280.09... 

70 

77 

$200  to  $309.99... 

82 

83 

$310  to  $320.09... 

88 

89 

$330  to  $359.99... 

91 

95 

$360  to  $389.99... 

104 

$390  to  $419.99... 

115 

For  a  household  of— 


6  6  7  8 

persons  persons  persons  persons 


Monthly  The  monthly  coupon  allotment  te¬ 
net  income  - 

$148  $108  $188  $208 


And  the  monthly  purchase  requirement 
is — 


0  to  $19.99 . 

0 

0 

0 

0 

$20  to  $29.99 _ 

0 

0 

0 

0 

$30  to  $39.09 _ 

$5 

$5 

$5 

$5 

$40  to  $49.99 _ 

8 

8 

8 

8 

$50  to  $59.99 _ 

11 

11 

12 

12 

$60  to  $69.99 _ 

14 

14 

15 

16 

$70  to  $79.90 _ 

17 

17 

18 

19 

$80  to  $80.90 _ 

20 

21 

21 

22 

$90  to  $99.90 _ 

23 

24 

25 

26 

$100  to  $100.09.. 

26 

27 

28 

29 

$110  to  $110.09.. 

29 

31 

32 

33 

$120  to  $120.90.. 

33 

34 

35 

36 

$130  to  $139.99.. 

36 

37 

38 

39 

$140  to  $149.99.. 

30 

40 

41 

42 

$150  to  $169.99.. 

42 

43 

41 

45 

$170  to  $189.99.. 

48 

40 

50 

51 

$190  to  $200.99.. 

54 

55 

56 

57 

$210  to  $229.99.. 

60 

61 

62 

63 

$230  to  $249.90.. 

66 

67 

68 

60 

$250  to  $269.99  . 

72 

73 

74 

75 

$270  to  $280.00.. 

78 

70 

80 

81 

$290  to  $309.90  . 

84 

85 

86 

87 

$310  to  $329.00.. 

00 

01 

92 

03 

$330  to  $350.09.. 

06 

07 

98 

00 

$360  to  $389.09.. 

105 

106 

107 

108 

$390  to  $410.90.. 

114 

115 

116 

117 

$420  to  $449.99.. 

123 

124 

125 

126 

$450  to  $479.99.. 

132 

133 

134 

135 

$480  to  $509.99.. 

130 

142 

143 

144 

$510  to  $539.99 . 

151 

152 

153 

$540  to  $569.99 . 

159 

161 

162 

$570  to  $599.99 . 

170 

171 

$600  to  $629.99 . 

179 

180 

$630  to  $650.99 . 

189 

$660  to  $680.99 . 

198 

$690  and  up . 

199 

For  issuance  to  households  of  more 
than  eight  persons  use  the  following 
formula: 

A.  Value  of  the  total  allotment.  For 
each  person  in  excess  of  eight,  add  $20  to 
the  monthly  coupon  allotment  for  an 
eight-person  household. 

B.  Purchase  requirement.  1.  Use  the 

purchase  requirement  shown  for  the 
eight-person  household  for  households 
with  incomes  of  $689.99  or  less  per 
month.  • 

2.  For  households  with  monthly  in¬ 
comes  of  $690  or  more,  use  the  following 
formula: 

For  each  $30  worth  of  monthly  income 
(or  portion  thereof)  over  $689.99,  add 
$9  to  the  monthly  purchase  requirement 
shown  for  an  eight-person  household 
with  an  income  of  $689.99. 

3.  Maximum  monthly  purchase  re¬ 
quirements  for  households  of  more  than 
eight  persons  are:  Nine  persons  $219, 

10  persons  $239,  and  add  $20  for  each 
person  over  10. 

Effective  date.  This  notice  shall  be 
effective  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  (4-17-71). 

Richard  Lyng, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

April  13, 1971. 

[FR  Doc.71-53 j.4  Filed  4-16-71;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

[DESI  11939] 

GRISEOFULV1N 

Drugs  for  Human  Use;  Drug  Efficacy 
Study  Implementation 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
has  evaluated  reports  received  from  the 
National  Academy  of  Sciences-National 
Research  Council,  Drug  Efficacy  Study 
Group,  on  the  following  antibiotic  drugs: 

1.  Fulvicin  Tablets;  250  and  500  milli¬ 
grams  griseofulvin  (large  particle) ,  mar¬ 
keted  by  Schering  Corp.,  60  Orange 
Street,  Bloomfield,  New  Jersey  07003 
(NDA  50-360). 

2.  Fulvicin  U/F  Tablets;  125,  250,  and 
500  milligrams  griseofulvin  (microsize), 
Schering  Corp.  (NDA  60-569). 

3.  Grifulvin  Tablets;  250  and  500  mil¬ 
ligrams  griseofulvin  (regular  size) ,  mar¬ 
keted  by  McNeil  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Camp 
Hill  Road,  Fort  Washington,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  19034  (NDA  60-774). 

4.  Grifulvin  V  Tablets;  125,  250,  and 
500  milligrams  griseofulvin  (microsize), 
McNeil  Laboratories  (NDA  60-618). 

5.  Grifulvin  Suspension;  250  milli¬ 
grams  griseofulvin  (regular  size)  per  5 
milliliters,  McNeil  Laboratories  (NDA 
60-775). 

6.  Grisactin  Capsules ;  125  and  250  mil¬ 
ligrams  griseofulvin  (microsize),  mar¬ 
keted  by  Ayerst  Laboratories,  Inc.,  685 
Third  Avenue,  New  York,  New  York 
10017  (NDA  50-051). 

7.  Griseofulvin  (regular  size)  Tablets; 
250  and  500  milligrams,  Ayerst  (NDA 
60-210). 


The  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
concludes  that  griseofulvin  consisting  of 
microsize  particles  is  effective  for  the 
indications  described  in  the  labeling 
guidelines  in  this  announcement. 

Preparations  containing  griseofulvin 
are  subject  to  the  antibiotic  procedures 
of  section  507  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act.  Published  elsewhere  in 
this  issue  of  the  Federal  Register  ai*e 
the  requirements  for  certification  of  mi¬ 
crosize  griseofulvin.  Requests  for  certi¬ 
fication  of  the  drug  in  the  dosage  forms 
described  above  should  provide  for  la¬ 
beling  information  in  accord  with  la¬ 
beling  guidelines  developed  on  the  basis 
of  this  reevaluation  of  the  drug  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  this  announcement. 

The  above-named  firms  and  any  other 
holders  of  applications  approved  for  a 
drug  containing  griseofulvin  of  micro¬ 
size  particles  are  requested  to  submit, 
within  60  days  following  publication  of 
this  announcement  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister,  amendments  to  their  antibiotic 
applications  to  provide  for  revised  label¬ 
ing.  Those  parts  of  the  labeling  indicated 
below  should  be  substantially  as  follows 
(Optional  additional  information  appli¬ 
cable  to  the  drug  may  be  proposed  under 
other  appropriate  paragraph  headings 
and  should  follow  the  information  given 
below.) : 

Description 

Griseofulvin  is  an  antibiotic  derived  from 
a  species  of  Penicillium.  A  special  process 
fractures  particles  of  griseofulvin  into  micro¬ 
size  crystals  of  irregular  shape  offering  a 
greater  and  more  effective  surface  area  for 
increased  gastrointestinal  absorption.  (Other 
descriptive  information  to  be  included  by 
the  manufacturer  or  distributor  should  be 
confined  to  an  appropriate  description  of 
the  physical  and  chemical  properties  of  the 
drug  and  the  formulation.) 

Action 

Microbiology. 

Griseofulvin  is  fungistatic  with  in  vitro 
activity  against  various  species  of  Micro- 
sporum,  Epidermophyton,  and  Trichophyton. 
It  has  no  effect  on  bacteria  or  on  other  genera 
of  fungi. 

Human  Pharmacology. 

Griseofulvin  absorption  from  the  gastro¬ 
intestinal  tract  varies  considerably  among 
individuals  mainly  because  of  insolubility  of 
the  drug  in  aqueous  media  of  the  upper  G.I. 
tract.  The  peak  serum  level  found  in  fasting 
adults  given  0.5  gm.  occurs  at  about  four 
hours  and  ranges  between  0.5  to  2.0  mcg./ml. 
The  serum  level  may  be  increased  by  giving 
the  drug  with  a  meal  with  a  high  fat  content. 

Griseofulvin  is  deposited  in  the  keratin 
precursor  cells  and  has  a  greater  affinity  for 
diseased  tissue.  The  drug  is  tightly  bound  to 
the  new  keratin  which  becomes  highly  re¬ 
sistant  to  fungal  invasions. 

Indications 

Griseofulvin  is  indicated  for  the  treatment 
of  ringworm  infections  of  the  skin,  hair,  and 
nails,  namely: 

Tinea  corporis. 

Tinea  pedis. 

Tinea  cruris. 

Tinea  barbae. 

Tinea  capitis. 

Tinea  unguium  (onychomycosis)  when 
caused  by  one  or  more  of  the  following  genera 
of  fungi : 

Trichophyton  rubrum. 

Trichophyton  tonsurans. 

Trichophyton  mentagrophytes. 
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Trichophyton  interdigitalis.  < 

Trichophyton  verrucosum.  s 

Trichophyton  megnini.  t 

Trichophyton  gallinae. 

Trichophyton  crateriform.  < 

Trichophyton  sulphureum.  1 

Trichophyton  schoenleini.  ] 

Microsporum  audouini.  1 

Microsporum  canis. 

Microsporum  gypseum.  i 

Epidermophyton  floccosum.  ] 

Note:  Prior  to  therapy,  the  type  of  fungi 
responsible  for  the  Infection  should  be  ' 
identified. 

The  use  of  this  drug  is  not  Justified  in 
minor  or  trivial  infections  which  will  re¬ 
spond  to  topical  agents  alone. 

Griseofulvin  is  not  effective  in  the 
following: 

Bacterial  infections. 

Candidiasis  (Moniliasis) . 

Histoplasmosis. 

Actinomycosis. 

Sporotrichosis. 

Chromoblastomycosis. 

Coccidioidomycosis. 

North  American  Blastomycosis. 

Cryptococcosis  (Torulosis) . 

Tinea  versicolor. 

Nocardiosis. 

Contraindications 

This  drug  is  contraindicated  in  patients 
with  porphyria,  hepatocellular  failure,  and  in 
individuals  with  a  history  of  sensitivity  to 
griseofulvin. 

Warnings 
Prophylactic  Usage. 

Safety  and  Efficacy  of  Griseofulvin  for 
Prophylaxis  of  Fungal  Infections  Has  Not 
Been  Established. 

Animal  Toxicology. 

Chronic  feeding  of  griseofulvin,  at  levels 
ranging  from  0.5-2.5%  of  the  diet,  resulted 
in  the  development  of  liver  tumors  in  sev¬ 
eral  strains  of  mice,  particularly  in  males. 
Smaller  particle  sizes  result  in  an  enhanced 
effect.  Lower  oral  dosage  levels  have  not  been 
tested.  Subcutaneous  administration  of  rela¬ 
tively  small  doses  of  griseofulvin,  once  a 
week,  during  the  first  three  weeks  of  life  has 
also  been  reported  to  induce  hepatomata  in 
mice.  Although  studies  in  other  animal  spe¬ 
cies  have  not  yielded  evidence  of  tumor- 
ogenicity.  these  studies  were  not  of  adequate 
design  to  form  a  basis  for  conclusions  in  this 
regard. 

In  subacute  toxicity  studies,  orally  admin¬ 
istered  griseofulvin  produced  hepatocellular 
necrosis  in  mice,  but  this  has  not  been  seen 
in  other  species.  Disturbances  in  porphyrin 
metabolism  have  been  reported  in  griseo¬ 
fulvin  treated  laboratory  animals.  Griseo¬ 
fulvin  has  been  reported  to  have  a  colchicine¬ 
like  effect  on  mitosis  and  cocarcinogenicity 
with  methylcholanthrene  in  cutaneous  tumor 
induction  in  laboratory  animals. 

Usage  in  Pregnancy. 

The  safety  of  this  drug  during  pregnancy 
has  not  been  established. 

Animal  Reproduction  Studies. 

It  has  been  reported  in  the  literature  that 
griseofulvin  was  found  to  be  embryotoxic  and 
teratogenic  on  oral  administration  to  preg¬ 
nant  rats.  Pups  with  abnormalities  have  been 
reported  in  the  litters  of  a  few  bitches  treated 
with  griseofulvin.  Additional  animal  repro¬ 
duction  studies  are  in  progress. 

Suppression  of  spermatogenesis  has  been 
reported  to  occur  in  rats,  but  investigation  in 
man  failed  to  confirm  this. 

Precautions 

Patients  on  prolonged  therapy  with  any 
potent  medication  should  be  under  close 


observation.  Periodic  monitoring  of  organ 
system  function,  including  renal,  hepatic, 
and  hematopoietic,  should  be  done. 

Since  griseofulvin  is  derived  from  species 
of  penicillin,  the  possibility  of  cross  sensi¬ 
tivity  with  penicillin  exists;  however,  known 
penicillin-sensitive  patients  have  b  e  en 
treated  without  difficulty. 

Since  a  photosensitivity  reaction  is  occa¬ 
sionally  associated  with  griseofulvin  therapy, 
patients  should  be  warned  to  avoid  exposure 
to  intense  natural  or  artificial  sunlight. 
Should  a  photosensitivity  reaction  occur, 
lumpus  erythematosus  may  be  aggravated. 

Griseofulvin  decreases  the  activity  of 
warfarin-type  anticoagulants  so  that  patients 
receiving  these  drugs  concomitantly  may  re¬ 
quire  dosage  adjustment  of  the  anticoagulant 
during  and  after  griseofulvin  therapy. 

Barbiturates  usually  depress  griseofulvin 
activity  and  concomitant  administration  may 
require  a  dosage  adjustment  of  the  anifungal 
agent. 

Adverse  Reactions 


When  adverse  reactions  occur,  they  are 
most  commonly  of  the  hypersensitivity  type 
such  as  skin  rashes,  urticaria,  and  rarely, 
angioneurotic  edema,  and  may  necessitate 
withdrawal  of  therapy  and  appropriate 
counter-measures.  Parasthesias  of  the  hands 
and  feet  have  been  reported  rarely  after  ex¬ 
tended  therapy.  Other  side  effects  reported 
occasionally  are  oral  thrush,  nausea,  vomit¬ 
ing,  epigastric  distress,  diarrhea,  headache, 
fatigue,  dizziness,  insomnia,  mental  confu¬ 
sion,  and  impairment  of  performance  of 
routine  activities. 

Proteinuria  and  leukopenia  have  been  re¬ 
ported  rarely.  Administration  of  the  drug 
should  be  discontinued  if  granulocytopenia 
occurs. 

When  rare,  serious  reactions  occur  with 
griseofulvin,  they  are  usually  associated  with 
high  dosages,  long  periods  of  therapy,  or 
both. 

Dosage  and  Administration 

Accurate  diagnosis  of  the  infecting  orga¬ 
nism  is  essential.  Identification  should  be 
made  either  by  direct  microscopic  examina¬ 
tion  of  a  mounting  of  infected  tissue  in  a 
solution  of  potassium  hydroxide  or  by  cul¬ 
ture  on  an  appropriate  medium. 

Medication  must  be  continued  until  the 
infecting  organism  is  completely  eradicated 
as  indicated  by  appropriate  clinical  or 
laboratory  examination.  Representative 
treatment  periods  are — tinea  capitis,  4  to  6 
weeks;  tinea  corporis,  2  to  4  weeks;  tinea 
pedis,  4  to  8  weeks;  tinea  unguium — depend¬ 
ing  on  rate  of  growth — fingernails,  at  least 
4  months;  toenails,  at  least  6  months. 

General  measures  in  regard  to  hygiene 
should  be  observed  to  control  sources  of 
infection  or  reinfection.  Concomitant  use  of 
appropriate  topical  agents  is  usually  required 
particularly  in  treatment  of  tinea  pedis.  In 
some  forms  of  athlete’s  foot,  yeasts  and  bac¬ 
teria  may  be  Involved  as  well  as  fungi. 
Griseofulvin  will  not  eradicate  the  bacterial 
or  monilial  infection. 

Adults. 

A  divided  daily  dose  of  500  mg.  will  give  a 
satisfactory  response  in  most  patients  with 
tinea  corporis,  tinea  cruris,  and  tinea  capitis. 

For  those  fungus  infections  more  difficult 
to  eradicate  such  as  tinea  pedis  and  tinea 
unguium,  a  divided  daily  dose  of  1.0  gram 
is  recommended. 

Children. 

Approximately  5  mg.  per  pound  of  body 
weight  per  day  is  an  effective  do6e  for  most 
children.  On  this  basis  the  following  dosage 
schedule  for  children  is  suggested: 


Children  weighing  30  to  50  pounds — 125 
mg.  to  250  mg.  daily. 

Children  weighing  over  50  pounds— 250 
mg.  to  500  mg.  daily. 

Clinical  experience  with  griseofulvin  in 
children  with  tinea  capitis  indicates  that  a 
single  daily  dose  is  effective.  Clinical  relapse 
will  occur  if  the  medication  is  not  continued 
until  the  infecting  organism  is  eradicated. 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
regards  macrosize  particles  of  griseoful¬ 
vin  as  lacking  substantial  evidence  of 
effectiveness  for  all  labeled  indications. 
Published  studies  do  not  show  that  the 
large  size  particles  uniformly  produce 
predictable  blood  levels  from  subject  to 
subject.  Preparations  containing  griseo¬ 
fulvin  in  macrosize  particles  will  no 
longer  be  acceptable  for  release  after  40 
days  following  the  publication  date  of 
this  announcement.  Any  person  who 
would  be  adversely  affected  by  removal  of 
this  drug  from  the  market,  may,  within 
30  days,  submit  comments  or  pertinent 
data  bearing  on  the  effectiveness  of  the 
drug.  To  be  acceptable  for  consideration 
in  support  of  the  effectiveness  of  the 
drug,  such  data  must  be  previously  un¬ 
submitted,  well-organized,  and  include 
data  from  adequate  and  well-controlled 
clinical  investigations  (identified  for 
ready  review)  as  described  in  §  130.12 
(a)(5)  of  the  regulations  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  May  8,  1970  (35 
F.R.  7250) .  Carefully  conducted  and  doc¬ 
umented  clinical  data  obtained  under 
uncontrolled  or  partially  controlled  sit¬ 
uations  is  not  acceptable  as  a  sole  basis 
for  approval  of  claims  of  effectiveness  but 
may  be  considered  on  its  merits  for  cor¬ 
roborative  support  of  efficacy  and  evi¬ 
dence  of  safety. 

Representatives  of  the  Administration 
are  willing  to  meet  with  any  interested 
person  who  desires  to  have  a  conference 
concerning  proposed  changes  in  the 
labeling  set  forth  in  this  announcement. 
Requests  for  such  meetings  should  be 
made  to  the  Division  of  Anti-Infective 
Drug  Products  (BD-140),  at  the  address 
given  below,  within  30  days  after  the  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

A  copy  of  the  Academy’s  report  has 
been  furnished  to  each  firm  referred  to 
above.  Any  other  interested  person  may 
obtain  a  copy  by  request  to  the  appropri¬ 
ate  office  named  below. 

Communications  forwarded  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  this  announcement  should  be 
identified  with  the  reference  number 
DESI  11939,  directed  to  the  attention  of 
the  following  appropriate  office,  and  ad¬ 
dressed  (unless  otherwise  specified)  to 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Maryland  20852: 

Amendments  (identify  with  NDA  number) : 

Division  of  Anti-Infective  Drug  Products 

(BD-140),  Office  of  Scientific  Evaluation. 
’  Bureau  of  Drugs. 

1  All  other  communications  regarding  this  an- 
1  nouncement:  Drug  Efficacy  Study  Imple¬ 
mentation  Project  Office  (BD-5),  Bureau 

of  Drugs. 

r  Requests  for  NAS-NRC  Report:  Press  Rela- 
5  tions  Office,  Food  and  Drug  Administra- 
i  tion  (CE-200),  C  Street  SW,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20204. 
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This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  502,  507,  52  Stat. 
1050-51,  as  amended:  59  Stat.  463,  as 
amended:  21  U.S.C.  352,  357)  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  (21  CFR  2.120). 


Dated:  March  9, 1971. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 

Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 
[FR  Doc. 71-5308  Filed  4-16-71:8:45  am] 

TRANSPORTATION 


DEPARTMENT  OF 


Hazardous  Materials  Regulations  Board 
SPECIAL  PERMITS  ISSUED 


April  13, 1971. 

Pursuant  to  Docket  No.  HM-1,  Rule-making  Procedures  of  the  Hazardous  Ma¬ 
terials  Regulations  Board,  issued  May  22,  1968  (33  F.R.  8277),  49  CFR  Part  170, 
following  is  a  list  of  new  DOT  Special  Permits  upon  which  Board  action  was  com¬ 
pleted  during  March  1971 : 


Special  Mode  or  modes 

permit  of 

No.  Issued  to— Subject  transportation 


6399  Swift  Chemical  Company  to  ship  non-viscous  rubber  cements  containing  nocarbon 
bisulfide  In  DOT-5'2  aluminum  portable  tanks. 

6408  Shippers  registered  with  this  Board  for  shipments  of  fissile  radioactive  materials, 

n.o.s.,  In  the  form  of  unirradiated  enriched  uranium  oxide  metal,  alloys  or  oxides 
in  a  laminated  timber  case  enclosing  a  mild  steel  inner  drum  with  additional 
internal  packing  materials. 

6409  Shippers  registered  with  this  Board  for  shipments  of  fissile  radioactive  material, 

n.o.s.,  in  the  form  of  unirradiated  enriched  uranium  oxide  in  cuboidal  wooden 
boxes  having  inside  metal  drums. 

6417  Air  Products  and  Chemicals,  Inc.  to  ship  silicon  tetrachloride  in  DOT-51  portable 

tanks  with  a  nominal  water  capacity  of  500  gallons. 

6418  Dow  Chemical  Company  to  ship  chlorpicrin  mixtures  containing  85%  1, 3-die  hloro- 

propene  (and  related  hydrocarbons)  and  15%  chlorpicrin  in  MC303,  MC304, 
MC306  or  MC307  steel  cargo  tanks. 

6419  Shippers  registered  with  this  Board  to  ship  chlorosultonic  acid  in  111A100W6  tauk 

cars. 

6420  Bud’s  Welding  &  Industrial  Supply  Company  to  ship  certain  compressed  gases  in 

DOT  3A,  3AA  cylinders  having  a  10  year  hydrostatic  retest  period. 

6422  Shippers  registered  with  this  Board  for  shipments  of  cyanide  of  sodium,  liquid  in 

105A400W  and  105A500W  tank  cars. 

6423  Shippers  registered  with  this  Board  for  shipments  of  sodium  dichloroisocyanurate, 

dry  in  DOT-12A  fiberboard  boxes  each  having  inside  one  non-DOT  specification 
polyethylene  pail  with  removable  head. 

6424  Welders  Supply,  Incorporated  to  ship  certain  compressed  gases  in  DOT  3A,  3AA 

cylinders  having  a  10-year  hydrostatic  retest  period. 

6427  Southern  Dyestuff  Company  to  ship  picric  acid,  wet,  containing  not  less  than  10% 
water  and  not  exceeding  25  pounds  dry  weight  in  DOT-21C  fiber  drums  with 
inside  polyethylene  bag. 


Highway. 

Rail,  Highway,  Water, 
Passenger-carrying 
Aircraft,  Cargo-only 
Aircraft. 

Rail,  Highway,  Water, 
Passenger-carrying 
Aircraft,  Cargo-only 
Aircraft. 

Highway,  Water. 

Highway. 


Rail. 

Rail,  Highway. 
Rail. 

Rail,  Highway. 


Rail,  Highway. 
Highway. 


[FR  Doc.71-5382  Filed  4-16-71:8:48  am] 


Alan  I.  Roberts, 

Secretary. 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  50-2651 

COMMONWEALTH  EDISON  CO.  AND 
IOWA-ILLINOIS  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC 
CO. 

Order  Extending  Provisional 
Construction  Permit  Completion  Date 

By  application  dated  March  8,  1971, 
as  supplemented  by  a  letter  dated  March 
31, 1971,  Commonwealth  Edison  Co.,  act¬ 
ing  for  itself  and  in  behalf  of  Iowa-Illi- 
nois  Gas  and  Electric  Co.,  requested  an 
extension  of  the  latest  completion  date 
specified  in  Provisional  Construction 
Permit  No.  CPPR-24.  The  permit  au¬ 
thorizes  Commonwealth  Edison  Co.  to 
construct  a  single  cycle,  forced  circula¬ 
tion,  boiling  water  nuclear  reactor, 
known  as  Quad-Cities  Unit  No.  2,  at  the 
Quad-Cities  Station  in  Rock  Island 
County,  Ill.,  about  3  miles  north  of  Cor¬ 
dova,  Ill. 

Good  cause  having  been  shown  for  this 
extension  pursuant  to  section  185  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended. 


the  Commission’s  regulations:  It  is  here¬ 
by  ordered.  That  the  latest  completion 
date  specified  in  Provisional  Construc¬ 
tion  Permit  No.  CPPR-24  is  extended 
from  July  1,  1971,  to  January  1,  1972. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  12th  day 
of  April  1971. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Peter  A.  Morris, 

Director, 

Division  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.71-5370  Filed  4-16-71;8:47  am] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  21288] 

*  AIRLIFT-CANADIAN  AIRLIFT 
AGREEMENT 

Notice  of  Oral  Argument 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended,  that  oral  argument 
in  the  above-entitled  matter  is  assigned 


and  5  50.55(b)  of  10  CFR  Part  50  of 


to  be  held  on  May  5,  1971,  at  10  a.m., 
e.d.s.t.,  in  Room  1027,  Universal  Build¬ 
ing,  1825  Connecticut  Avenue  NW„ 
Washington,  DC,  before  the  Board. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  April  14, 
1971. 

Ralph  L.  Wiser, 

Associate  Chief  Examiner. 

|  FR  Doc.71-5412  Filed  4-16-71;8:50  am] 

(Docket  No.  20993;  Order  71-4-9] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order  Regarding  Specific  Commodity 
Rates 

Issued  under  delegated  authority 
April  1, 1971. 

An  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Board  pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act) 
and  Part  261  of  the  Board’s  economic 
regulations,  between  various  air  carriers, 
foreign  air  carriers,  and  other  carriers, 
embodied  in  the  resolutions  of  the  Joint 
Conferences  of  the  International  Air 
Transport  Association  (IATA) ,  and 
adopted  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
Resolution  590  dealing  with  specific 
commodity  rates. 

The  agreement,  adopted  pursuant  to 
unprotested  notices  to  the  carriers  and 
promulgated  in  an  IATA  letter  dated 
March  26, 1971,  names  additional  specific 
commodity  rates,  as  set  forth  below, 
which  reflect  significant  reductions  from 
the  otherwise  applicable  rates. 

Commodity  Item  No.  0385 — Turtles,  152  cents 
per  kg.,  minimum  weight  300  kgs.,  122 
cents  per  kg.,  minimum  weight  500  kgs., 
Zagreb  to  New  York. 

Pursuant  to  authority  duly  delegated 
by  the  Board  in  the  Board’s  economic 
regulations,  14  CFR  385.14,  it  is  not 
found,  on  a  tentative  basis,  that  the  sub¬ 
ject  agreement  is  adverse  to  the  public 
interest  or  in  violation  of  the  Act,  pro¬ 
vided  that  tentative  approval  thereof  is 
conditioned  as  hereinafter  ordered. 
Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That: 
Action  on  Agreement  CAB  22096,  R-25, 
be  and  hereby  is  deferred  with  a  view 
toward  eventual  approval,  provided  that 
approval  shall  not  constitute  approval  of 
the  specific  commodity  descriptions  con¬ 
tained  therein  for  purposes  of  tariff  pub¬ 
lication:  provided  further  that  such  tar¬ 
iff  filings  shall  be  marked  to  become  ef¬ 
fective  on  not  less  than  30  days’  notice 
from  the  date  of  filing. 

Persons  entitled  to  petition  the  Board 
for  review  of  this  order,  pursuant  to  the 
Board’s  economic  regulations,  14  CFR 
385.50,  may,  within  10  days  after  the 
date  of  service  of  this  order,  file  such 
petitions  in  support  of  or  in  opposition  to 
our  proposed  action  herein. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 

Federal  Register. 

[seal]  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.71-5413  Filed  4-16-71:8:50  am] 
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[Docket  Nos.  11164, 12474;  Order  71-4-81] 

KODIAK  AIRWAYS,  INC.,  AND 
WESTERN  ALASKA  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Order  To  Show  Cause  Regarding 
Service  Mail  Rate 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  13th  day  of  April  1971. 

By  this  order  the  Board  proposes  to 
establish  final  service  rates  for  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  mail  over  the  intra-Alaska 
routes  of  Kodiak  Airways,  Inc.,  and 
Western  Alaska  Airlines,  Inc.,  for  the 
past  periods  December  5,  1960,  through 
May  1,  1970,  and  February  20,  1960, 
through  May  1,  1970,  respectively,  and 
for  the  future  period  beginning  May  2, 
1970. 

This  proceeding  was  initiated  by  peti¬ 
tion  of  the  Postmaster  General  (PMG) 
filed  July  25,  1969,  requesting  the  Board 
to  reopen  the  service  mail  rates  for  intra- 
Alaska  services  and  establish  new  final 
rates  based  on  more  recent  operating 
data.  The  issues  raised  by  the  PMG  were 
set  for  investigation  and  hearing.1  A  pre- 
hearing  conference  was  held  on  October 
28,  1969,  and  thereafter  the  parties  sub¬ 
mitted  the  usual  evidentiary  informa¬ 
tion.  As  a  result  of  a  motion  filed  by 
the  PMG  on  May  11,  1970,  the  Board 
issued  an  order  severing  Kodiak  and 
Western  Alaska  service  mail  rate  matters 
from  Docket  21238* 

On  May  22,  1970,  a  joint  petition  was 
filed  by  the  PMG,  Kodiak,  and  Western 
Alaska  which,  in  effect,  requested  that 
these  proceedings  be  brought  to  a  con¬ 
clusion  by  the  issuance  of  a  show  cause 
order  proposing  final  service  mail  rates 

(a)  equal  to  the  present  temporary  serv¬ 
ice  mail  rates  of  Kodiak  and  Western 
Alaska  for  the  past  period  extending 
from  the  beginning  of  the  carriers’ 
operations,  December  5, 1960,  for  Kodiak 
and  February  20,  1960,  for  Western 
Alaska,  to  May  1,  1970,  inclusive;  and 

(b)  on  and  after  May  2,  1970,  consisting 
of  the  following  charges: 

Terminal  charges  of  7.5  cents  per 
pound  for  the  first  200,000  originating 
mail  pounds  per  year,  of  5  cents  per 
pound  for  the  second  200,000  originating 
mail  pounds  per  year,  and  of  2.5  cents  per 
pound  for  originating  mail  pounds  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  400,000  pounds  diming  the  year. 

Line-haul  charges  for  Kodiak  of  $4  per 
ton-mile  for  the  first  10,000  mail  ton- 
miles  per  year,  and  of  $2  per  ton-mile  for 
the  additional  mail  ton-miles  in  excess 
of  10,000  ton-miles  per  year;  and  for 
Western  Alaska  of  $3.60  per  ton-mile  for 


1  Service  Mail  Rates  for  In  tra- Alaska 
Routes,  Order  69-8-163,  Aug.  29,  1969,  Docket 
21238.  This  case  involved  six  carriers  provid¬ 
ing  intra-Alaska  service.  In  addition  to  the 
service  rates  for  Kodiak  and  Western  Alaska 
covered  herein,  the  PMG  has  agreed  to  rates 
for  Alaska  Airlines  and  Wien,  which  have 
been  established  by  Order  71-2-102,  Feb.  23, 
1971,  has  recently  filed  a  petition  to  establish 
rates  for  Reeve  Aleutian  Airways,  Inc.,  and 
has  Informally  advised  the  Board  that  in  the 
near  future  he  will  file  a  petition  to  estab¬ 
lish  the  rates  for  Western  Air  Lines  Inc. 

»  Order  70-5-92,  May  19.  1970. 


the  first  10,000  mail  ton-miles  per  year, 
and  of  $2  per  ton-mile  for  the  additional 
mail  ton-miles  in  excess  of  10,000  ton- 
miles  during  the  year. 

Such  service  mail  rates  would  cover 
priority  air  transportation  of  all  mail 
tendered,  without  regard  for  postage 
class,  and  the  foregoing  charges  for  the 
future  period  would  be  made  payable  to 
the  carriers  by  28-day  postal  accounting 
periods,  beginning  on  May  2,  1970.* 

The  Board  is  presented  here  with  a 
situation  where  both  the  PMG,  the  user 
of  the  service  and  the  rate-payer,  and 
the  carriers  providing  the  service  have 
agreed  at  arm’s  length  on  a  rate  which 
each  believes  to  be  a  reasonable  settle¬ 
ment  of  this  proceeding. 

In  our  view,  settlements  reached  under 
such  circumstances  are  generally  to  be 
encouraged,  since  they  permit  resolution 
of  cases  and  avoid  or  reduce  the  uncer¬ 
tainties,  loss  of  time,  and  expense  of 
protracted  litigation.  Of  course,  under 
section  406  of  the  Act  the  Board  is 
vested  with  the  ultimate  responsibility 
of  establishing  fair  and  reasonable  serv¬ 
ice  mail  rates,  and  the  fact  that  the  car¬ 
rier  and  user  interests  have  settled  their 
controversy  does  not  relieve  the  Board  of 
that  responsibility.  Where,  as  in  the  in¬ 
stant  case,  adversary  parties  have 
reached  agreement  after  exchanging 
and  evaluating  a  considerable  body  of 
information  and  cost  data,  and  there  is 
no  reason  to  believe  that  the  parties 
acted  under  constraint  or  on  any  basis 
other  than  the  self-interest  of  the  market 
place,  we  give  great  weight  to  the  results 
achieved  by  the  negotiations  while  at  the 
same  time  assuring  that  these  results 
are  not  unreasonable,  i.e.,  that  the  rates 
not  be  so  high  as  to  burden  the  shipper — 
the  Postal  Service — with  excessive  costs, 
nor  so  low  as  to  impose  a  burden  on  the 
carriers’  other  services  because  the  mail 
service  does  not  bear  its  appropriate 
share  of  costs.  On  the  basis  of  our  review 
of  the  information  responses  and  of  other 
data  submitted  by  the  carriers  and  the 
PMG  in  support  of  the  proposed  rates, 
we  are  satisfied  the  proposal  meets  these 
criteria. 

Kodiak  and  Western  Alaska  are  on 
closed  subsidy  rates 4  and  have  been  on 
temporary  service  mail  rates  from  in¬ 
auguration  of  their  services  on  Decem¬ 
ber  5,  1960,  and  February  20,  1960,  re¬ 
spectively.8  The  temporary  rates  were 
geared  to  a  level  of  $2.50  per  airmail  ton- 
mile,  the  service  mail  rate  level  estab¬ 
lished  for  the  smallest  intra-Alaska  car¬ 
riers,  and  then  established  as  a  fixed  sum 
per  annum  on  the  basis  of  the  estimated 
volume  of  mail.  The  current  annual  serv¬ 
ice  rates,  which  have  been  paid  the  car¬ 


1  Pursuant  to  the  Postal  Service  classifica¬ 
tion  of  service  for  Kodiak  and  Western 
Alaska,  all  of  the  mail  carried  Is  considered 
as  being  in  “bush”  operations  and  receives 
priority  service.  Cf.  Order  71-2-56,  Feb.  10, 
1971,  page  3. 

*  Orders  E-23085,  Jan.  5,  1966,  and  E-24725, 
Feb.  7,  1967,  for  Kodiak  and  Order  E-17469, 
Sept.  19,  1961,  for  Western  Alaska. 

‘Orders  E-17107,  July  5,  1961,  and  E-20690, 
Apr.  14,  1964,  for  Kodiak;  and  Order  E-15113, 
Apr.  18, 1960,  for  Western  Alaska. 


riers  for  most  of  the  past  period,  are  I 
approximately  $18,700  for  Kodiak  and  I 
$21,450  for  Western  Alaska.  These  rates  I 
are  somewhat  lower  than  the  level  in-  I 
tended  for  final  rates  because  of  the  sub¬ 
stantial  growth  in  airmail  volume  for 
the  two  carriers  and  the  unique  charac¬ 
teristics  of  their  bush  operations  in 
Alaska.  Since  the  closed  mail  rates  pro¬ 
viding  subsidy  are  expressed  in  terms  of 
total  mail  compensation,  any  change  in 
the  service  rate  element  would  result  in 
an  attendant  inverse  change  in  the  sub¬ 
sidy  element,  with  no  resultant  change 
in  the  total  revenue  received  by  the  car¬ 
riers  for  the  past  period.  By  the  same 
token,  a  revision  of  service  mail  pay 
would  cause  no  change  in  the  total  pay¬ 
ment  made  by  the  Government  to  the 
carriers,  but  could  only  require  comber- 
some  corrections  to  the  past  service  mail 
pay  and  subsidy  records.  In  these  circum¬ 
stances,  and  in  view  of  the  size  of  the 
amounts  involved,  the  agreements  by  the 
PMG  and  the  carriers  that  the  past 
period  temporary  service  rates  be  made 
final  are  not  unreasonable. 

The  proposed  future  rates  are  based 
primarily  on  cost  information  for  the 
year  ended  June  30,  1969,  submitted  by 
the  carriers,  less  certain  adjustments 
concerning  State  income  taxes  accrued 
by  the  carriers.  This  information  and 
supporting  detailed  cost  data  were  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  carriers  to  serve  as  direct 
exhibits  and  responses  to  information  re¬ 
quests  in  Docket  21238,  prior  to  the  sev¬ 
erance  of  the  instant  proceedings  from 
that  docket.  Subsequently,  these  mate¬ 
rials  were  reviewed  by  the  PMG,  and  on 
the  basis  of  this  review  the  PMG  and  the 
carriers  mutually  agreed  to  the  rates 
proposed.  Here  again,  revision  of  the 
service  mail  rate  will  have  no  effect  on 
the  total  Government  payments  to  the 
carriers  under  their  closed  subsidy  rates: 
In  view  of  the  form  of  the  subsidy  mail 
rate  orders  the  increase  in  compensatory 
mail  revenue  will  result  in  a  concomitant 
decrease  in  subsidy  mail  pay.  We  have 
reviewed  all  of  the  materials*  and  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  proposed  rates  fall  within 
the  zone  of  reasonableness  and  consti¬ 
tute  the  fair  and  reasonable  rates  for  the 
mail  services  of  these  carriers.  However, 
in  reaching  this  conclusion  we  have  con¬ 
fined  our  determination  to  the  peculiar 
facts  of  this  case.  Moreover,  we  do  not 
pass  upon  the  appropriateness  of  any 
particular  methodology  which  may  un¬ 
derlie  the  cost  calculations  used  in  ar¬ 
riving  at  the  rates. 

Proposed  Findings  and  Conclusions 

On  the  basis  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Board  tentatively  finds  that  the  fair  and 
reasonable  rates  of  compensation  to  be 
paid  the  carriers  named  below  by  the 
Postmaster  General,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  section  406  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  for  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  mail  by  aircraft  over  their  re¬ 
spective  routes,  the  facilities  used  and 
useful  therefor,  and  the  services  con¬ 
nected  therewith  are: 


•  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
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1.  For  the  past  periods  extending  from 
the  beginning  of  the  carriers’  operations, 
December  5,  1960,  for  Kodiak  Airways, 
Inc.,  and  February  20,  1960,  for  Western 
Alaska  Airlines,  Inc.,  to  May  1,  1970,  in¬ 
clusive,  the  temporary  service  mail  rates 
of  those  carriers  in  effect  during  those 
periods.7 

2.  For  the  future  period  on  and  after 
May  2,  1970,  service  mail  rates  consist¬ 
ing  of  the  following  charges: 

(a)  Terminal  charges  for  both  car¬ 
riers  of  7.5  cents  per  pound  for  the  first 
200,000  originating  mail  pounds  per  year, 
of  5  cents  per  pound  for  the  second  200,- 
000  originating  mail  pounds  per  year, 
and  of  2.5  cents  per  pound  for  any  mail 
pounds  in  excess  of  400,000  pounds  origi¬ 
nating  during  the  year. 

(b)  Line-haul  charges  for  Kodiak  Air¬ 
ways,  Inc.,  of  $4  per  ton-mile  for  the 
first  10,000  mail  ton-miles  per  year,  and 
of  $2  per  ton-mile  for  the  additional  mail 
ton-miles  in  excess  of  10,000  ton-miles 
per  year;  and  for  Western  Alaska  Air¬ 
ways,  Inc.,  of  $3.60  per  ton-mile  for  the 
first  10,000  mail  ton-miles  per  year,  and 
of  $2  per  ton-mile  for  the  additional  mail 
ton-miles  in  excess  of  10,000  ton-miles 
per  year. 

(c)  The  foregoing  charges  for  the  fu¬ 
ture  period  would  be  made  payable  to  the 
carriers  by  28-day  postal  accounting 
periods,  beginning  May  2,  1970,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  following  formula: 

Payment  Formula— Per  28-day  Postal  Accounting 
Period 


Unit  rates 

.  Kodiak  Western 

Alaska 

Terminal  charges: 

Cents 

Cents 

First  15,400  pounds  originated.. . 

7.5 

7.5 

Second  15,400  pounds  originated. 

5.0 

5.0 

All  other  pounds  originated . 

2.5 

2.5 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Line-haul  charges: 

First  770  ton-miles . . . 

4.00 

3.00 

All  other  ton-miles. . 

2.00 

2.00 

3.  The  mail  ton-miles  used  in  comput¬ 
ing  the  service  mail  payments  at  the 
foregoing  rates  shall  be  based  upon  the 
great  circle  airport-to-airport  mileage 
between  points  served  for  the  carriage 
of  mail. 

4.  The  final  service  mail  rates  here 
fixed  and  determined  are  to  be  paid  in 
their  entirety  by  the  Postmaster  General. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
sections  204(a)  and  406  thereof,  and  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Board’s  procedural  regula¬ 
tions,  14  CFR  Part  302: 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  All  interested  persons  and  particu¬ 
larly  Kodiak  Airways,  Inc.,  Western 
Alaska  Airlines,  Inc.,  and  the  Postmaster 
General  are  directed  to  show  cause  why 
the  Board  should  not  adopt  the  foregoing 
proposed  findings  and  conclusions  and 
fix,  determine,  and  publish  the  final  rates 
specified  above. 


7  Orders  E-17107,  July  6,  1961,  and  E-20690, 
Apr.  14,  1964,  for  Kodiak;  and  Order  E-16113, 
Apr.  18,  1960,  for  Western  Alaska. 


2.  Further  procedures  herein  shall  be 
in  accordance  with  14  CFR  Part  302,  and, 
if  there  is  any  objection  to  the  rates  or 
to  the  other  findings  and  conclusions 
proposed  herein,  notice  thereof  shall  be 
filed  within  10  days  after  the  date  of 
service  of  this  order,  and  if  notice  is  filed, 
written  answer  and  supporting  docu¬ 
ments  shall  be  filed  within  30  days  after 
date  of  service  of  this  order. 

3.  If  notice  of  objection  is  not  filed 
within  10  days,  or  if  notice  is  filed  and 
if  answer  is  not  filed  within  30  days  after 
service  of  this  order,  all  persons  shall  be 
deemed  to  have  waived  the  right  to  a 
hearing  and  all  other  procedural  steps 
short  of  a  final  decision  by  the  Board, 
and  the  Board  may  enter  an  order 
incorporating  the  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions  proposed  herein  and  fix  and  deter¬ 
mine  the  final  rates  specified  herein. 

4.  If  answer  is  filed  presenting  issues 
for  hearing,  the  issues  involved  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  fair  and  reasonable  rates 
herein  shall  be  limited  to  those  specifi¬ 
cally  raised  by  such  answers  except  as 
otherwise  provided  in  14  CFR  302.307. 

5.  This  order  shall  be  served  upon 
Kodiak  Airways,  Inc.,  Western  Alaska 
Airlines,  Inc.,  and  the  Postmaster 
General. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

I  seal]  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.71-5414  Piled  4-16-71;8:50  am] 


CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Notice  of  Grant  of  Authority  to  Make 

Noncareer  Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil 
Service  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  authorizes  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce  to  fill  by  non¬ 
career  executive  assignment  in  the 
excepted  service  the  position  of  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary  and  Executive  Di¬ 
rector,  National  Business  Council  for 
Consumer  Affairs,  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Domestic  and  Interna¬ 
tional  Business, 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.71-5396  Filed  4-16-71;8:49  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Notice  of  Grant  of  Authority  To  Make 

Noncareer  Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil 
Service  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20) ,  the  CivU 
Service  Commission  authorizes  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior  to  fill  by  non¬ 
career  executive  assignment  in  the 
excepted  service  the  position  of  Staff 


Associate  to  the  Director,  Bureau  of 
Mines. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc .7 1-5397  Filed  4-16-71;8:49  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Notice  of  Revocation  of  Authority  to 
Make  Noncareer  Executive  Assign¬ 
ment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20) ,  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  revokes  the  authority  of 
the  Department  of  Justice  to  fill  by  non¬ 
career  executive  assignment  in  the  ex¬ 
cepted  service  the  position  of  Chief,  Land 
Acquisition  Section,  Lands  Division. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
[FR ‘Doc.71-5398  Filed  4r-16-71;8:49  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Notice  of  Grant  of  Authority  to  Make 
Noncareer  Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20)  ,  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  authorizes  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  to  fill  by  non¬ 
career  executive  assignment  in  the  ex¬ 
cepted  service  the  position  of  Director, 
Office  of  Consumer  Affairs,  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Safety  and  Consumer 
Affairs,  Office  of  the  Secretary. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.71-5400  Filed  4r-16-71;8:49  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Notice  of  Grant  of  Authority  to  Make 
Noncareer  Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil 
Service  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20) ,  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  authorizes  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  to  fill  by 
noncareer  executive  assignment  in  the 
excepted  service  the  position  of  Director, 
Office  of  Policy  Review,  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Policy  and  International  Affairs. 

United  States  Civil  Serv- 
•  ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.71-5401  Filed  4-16-71:8:49  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Notice  of  Revocation  of  Authority  to 
Make  Noncareer  Executive  Assign¬ 
ment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20) ,  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  revokes  the  authority  of 
the  Department  of  Transportation  to  fill 
by  noncareer  executive  assignment  in  the 
excepted  service  the  position  of  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Transportation 
Policy  Development. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.  71-5402  Filed  4-16-71;8:49  am] 


NATIONAL  CREDIT  UNION 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notice  of  Grant  of  Authority  to  Make 
Noncareer  Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil 
Service  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  authorizes  the  Na¬ 
tional  Credit  Union  Administration  to  fill 
by  noncareer  executive  assignment  in  the 
excepted  service  the  position  of  General 
Counsel,  Office  of  General  Counsel. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.71-5399  Filed  4-16-71;8:49  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

DISCHARGES  OF  OIL  FOR  RESEARCH, 
DEVELOPMENT  AND  DEMONSTRA¬ 
TION  PURPOSES 

Guidelines 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  guidelines 
to  be  followed  in  implementing  §  610.8  of 
Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  which  permits  the  discharge  of  oil 
into  or  upon  the  navigable  waters  of  the 
United  States,  adjoining  shorelines,  or 
into  or  upon  the  waters  of  the  contiguous 
zone,  in  connection  with  research,  dem¬ 
onstration  projects,  or  studies  relating 
to  the  prevention,  control  or  abatement 
of  oil  pollution. 

1.  Conditions  to  be  fulfilled: 

a.  Discharge  of  oil  for  research,  devel¬ 
opment,  and  demonstration  purposes 
must  be  approved  by  the  Administrator, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA), 
or  his  designee. 

b.  The  need  for  attendance  by  a  rep¬ 
resentative  from  EPA  at  research,  devel¬ 
opment,  and  demonstration  operations 
shall  be  determined  by  the  Administrator. 

c.  The  requesting  person  (including  an 
individual,  firm,  corporation,  association 
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and  partnership  and  hereinafter  referred 
to  as  the  applicant)  must  demonstrate 
that  the  proposed  discharge  will  be  in 
the  public  interest  and  will  result  in  the 
acquisition  of  scientific  information  not 
previously  available  and  not  obtainable 
through  any  other  practicable  means. 

d.  The  applicant  must  assume  all 
liability  for  any  personal  injury,  property 
losses  or  environmental  damages  result¬ 
ing  directly  or  indirectly  from  any  test¬ 
ing  or  demonstration  program,  and  for 
all  costs,  including  costs  or  damages  re¬ 
sulting  from  cancellation  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  or  failure  by  the  Administrator 
to  cancel  tests  and  demonstrations. 

e.  Results  of  any  testing  or  demonstra¬ 
tion  program  shall  be  made  available 
to  the  Administrator. 

2.  Procedure  for  requesting  permission 
to  discharge  oil  for  research,  develop¬ 
ment,  and  demonstration  purposes : 

a.  At  least  30  days  prior  to  any  pro¬ 
posed  test  or  demonstration,  the  appli¬ 
cant  shall  provide  the  Regional  Admin¬ 
istrator,  EPA,  of  the  EPA  Region  in 
which  the  test  or  demonstration  is  pro¬ 
posed,  a  written  work  plan  including 
the  following  elements: 

(1)  A  description  of  the  material, 
equipment  or  technique  to  be  tested  or 
demonstrated;  and  the  justification  of 
the  quantity  and  type  of  oil  to  be  dis¬ 
charged  and  the  method  and  timing  of 
the  discharge. 

(2)  A  description  of  the  site. 

(3)  An  assessment  of  the  environmen¬ 
tal  damage  that  may  result  from  the 
test  or  demonstration. 

(4)  A  copy  of  the  notification  provided 
to  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard  which  is  required 
whenever  the  discharge  is  to  be  made 
into  coastal  and  contiguous  zone  waters 
or  coastal  and  Great  Lakes  ports  and 
harbors. 

(5)  Contingency  plans  for  coping  with 
oil  which  might  escape  from  the  system 
being  tested  or  demonstrated. 

(6)  Sufficient  background  technical 
information  to  justify  the  need  for  con¬ 
ducting  the  test  or  demonstration. 

(7)  Provision  for  technical  documen¬ 
tation  to  determine  effectiveness  and  ef¬ 
ficiency  of  equipment  and  materials 
tested  or  demonstrated. 

(8)  The  concurrence  of  the  appropri¬ 
ate  State  water  pollution  control  agency 
within  whose  jurisdiction  the  proposed 
site  of  the  test  or  demonstration  is 
located. 

b.  A  proposal  to  test  or  demonstrate 
any  dispersant  or  other  chemical  that 
distributes  oil  through  the  water  column 
must  recognize  and  be  made  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Annex  X,  National  Oil  and 
Hazardous  Materials  Pollution  Con¬ 
tingency  Plan,  “Schedule  of  Dispersants 
and  Other  Chemicals  to  Treat  Oil  Spills” 
(35  F.R.  8511). 

3.  Test  administration  procedures  to 
be  followed: 

a.  The  minimum  necessary  quantity  of 
oil  for  test  or  demonstration  purposes 
shall  be  discharged,  but  in  no  case  shall 
discharges  exceeding  1,000  gallons  for 
one  or  a  series  of  tests  or  demonstrations 
at  the  same  site  in  one  24-hour  period 
be  permitted. 


b.  The  applicant  shall  furnish  and  pay 
for  all  materials,  equipment  and  trans¬ 
portation  necessary  for  execution  of  any 
testing  or  demonstration  program  and 
for  restoration  or  mitigation  of  any  con¬ 
tinuing  environmental  damage.  The  Ad¬ 
ministrator  may  at  any  time  order  can¬ 
cellation  or  postponement  of  a  test  or 
demonstration  because  of  adverse 
weather  or  other  conditions  that  would 
pose  safety  or  pollution  problems.  Results 
of  any  test  or  demonstration  program 
shall  be  provided  to  EPA  within  30  days 
following  completion  of  the  test  or 
demonstration. 

c.  EPA  representative(s)  may  accom¬ 
pany  the  applicant  on  any  vessels  or  air¬ 
craft  used  by  the  applicant  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  any  test  or  demonstration 
program. 

4.  Review  by  EPA  of  technical  back¬ 
ground  data  and  test  or  demonstration 
results  will  be  for  purposes  of  determin¬ 
ing  the  need  for  such  tests  or  demonstra¬ 
tions  and  in  no  way  implies  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  approval  or  endorsement  of 
equipment  or  materials  used,  test  or 
demonstration  procedures  used,  or  re¬ 
sults  obtained. 

5.  News  releases  made  by  the  person 
conducting  the  test  or  demonstration 
program  shall  omit  names  and  photo¬ 
graphs  of  Federal  representatives 
present. 

6.  Any  discharge  of  oil  for  research, 
development  or  demonstration  purposes 
which  does  not  comply  with  these  guide¬ 
lines  may  subject  the  person  responsible 
for  the  discharge  to  the  penalties  and 
liabilities  provided  for  in  section  11  of  the 
Federal  Water  Pollution  Act,  as  amended. 

Dated:  April  13,  1971. 

William  D.  Ruckelshaus, 
Administrator, 

Environmental  Protection  Agency. 

[FR  Doc.71-5369  Filed  4-16-71:8:47  am] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  19143;  FCC  71-327] 

EQUAL  EMPLOYMENT  OPPORTUNITY 
COMMISSION  ET  AL. 

Order  Adding  Parties  to  Proceeding 

1.  On  January  21,  1971,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  adopted  a  memorandum  opinion  and 
order  (FCC  71-75)  ordering  a  hearing 
on  petitions  filed  by  the  Equal  Employ¬ 
ment  Opportunity  Commission,  the 
American  Civil  Liberties  Union,  the 
American  GI  Forum  of  the  United  States, 
the  California  Rural  Legal  Assistance, 
the  Mexican  American  Legal  Defense 
Fund,  the  National  Association  for  the 
Advancement  of  Colored  People,  and  the 
National  Organization  for  Women  alleg¬ 
ing  discriminatory  employment  practices 
in  the  Bell  Telephone  System.  Peti¬ 
tioners,  the  American  Telephone  and 
Telegraph  Co.  and  the  Common  Carrier 
Bureau,  were  designated  as  parties  to  the 
proceeding. 
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2.  We  now  have  before  us  a  motion 
filed  by  the  Common  Carrier  Bureau  re¬ 
questing  that  the  Bell  operating  com¬ 
panies  specifically  be  made  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Since  the  allegations  of  the 
petitioners  claim  discriminatory  employ¬ 
ment  practices  by  the  operating  com¬ 
panies,  since  the  issues  in  the  proceeding 
were  designed  to  reach  the  practices  of 
the  operating  companies  as  well  as  of 
A.T.  &  T.,  and  since  no  party  has  inter¬ 
posed  any  objection  to  this  request,  the 
motion  will  be  granted. 

3.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  the 
motion  to  add  parties  filed  February  24, 
1971,  by  the  Common  Carrier  Bureau 
is  granted  and  that  the  Bell  Telephone 
Company  of  Pennsylvania,  the  Chesa¬ 
peake  and  Potomac  Telephone  Co.,  the 
Chesapeake  and  Potomac  Telephone 
Company  of  Maryland,  the  Chesapeake 
and  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of 
Virginia,  the  Chesapeake  and  Potomac 
Telephone  Company  of  West  Virginia, 
Cincinnati  Bell,  Inc.,  the  Diamond  State 
Telephone  Co.,  the  Illinois  Bell  Tele¬ 
phone  Co.,  the  Indiana  Bell  Telephone 
Co.,  the  Michigan  Bell  Telephone  Co., 
the  Mountain  States  Telephone  and  Tel¬ 
egraph  Co.,  the  New  England  Telephone 
and  Telegraph  Co.,  the  New  Jersey  Bell 
Telephone  Co.,  the  New  York  Telephone 
Co.,  the  Northwestern  Bell  Telephone 
Co.,  the  Ohio  Bell  Telephone  Co.,  the 
Pacific  Northwest  Bell  Telephone  Co., 
the  Pacific  Telephone  and  Telegraph  Co., 
the  South  Central  Bell  Telephone  Co., 
the  Southern  Bell  Telephone  and  Tele¬ 
graph  Co.,  the  Southern  New  England 
Telephone  Co.,  the  Southwestern  Bell 
Telephone  Co.,  and  the  Wisconsin  Tele¬ 
phone  Co.  are  hereby  designated  parties 
to  this  proceeding. 

4.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  Ex¬ 
aminer  is  authorized  to  add  as  party 
respondents  such  additional  Bell  system 
operating  companies  as  may  be  found, 
on  a  properly  supported  motion  of  a 
party,  to  be  necessary  parties  to  this 
proceeding.1 

Adopted:  April  8, 1971. 

Released:  April  14,  1971. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,1 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.71-5416  Filed  4-16-71; 8:51  am] 


STANDARD  BROADCAST  APPLICA¬ 
TIONS  READY  AND  AVAILABLE  FOR 
PROCESSING 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
§  1.571(c)  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  that 
on  May  21,  1971,  the  following  applica¬ 
tions  by  stations  WHDF,  WWJB,  and 
KOWN  for  increases  in  daytime  power  of 
their  Class  IV  standard  broadcast  sta¬ 
tions,  will  be  considered  as  ready  and 
available  for  processing: 


1  E.g.,  some  of  the  operating  companies 
have  corporate  subsidiaries  which  are  also 
operating  companies. 

1  Chairman  Burch  absent. 


BP-18869  WHDF,  Houghton,  Mich. 

The  Upper  Michigan  Broadcasting 
Co. 

Has:  1400  kc.,  250  w.,  U. 

Req :  1400  kc.,  250  w.,  1  kw.-LS,  U. 
BP-18981  WWJB,  Brooksville,  Fla. 

Brooksville  Broadcasting  Service, 
Inc. 

Has:  1450  kc.,  250  w.,  S.H. 

Req:  1450  kc.,  250  w„  1  kw.-LS,  U. 
BP-18982  KOWN,  Escondido,  Calif. 

Palomar  Broadcasting  Co. 

Has:  1450  kc.,  250  w.,  U. 

Req:  1450  kc.,  250  w.,  1  kw.-LS,  U. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  Is  not  to 
invite  applications  which  may  conflict 
with  the  listed  applications,  but  to  ap¬ 
prise  any  party  in  interest  who  desires 
to  file  pleadings  concerning  the  applica¬ 
tions  pursuant  to  section  309(d)(1)  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  of  the  necessity  of  complying 
with  §  1.580  (i)  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
governing  the  time  of  filing  and  other 
requirements  relating  to  such  pleadings. 

Adopted:  April  7, 1971. 

Released:  April  14, 1971. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

t  seal  1  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.71-5417  Filed  4-16-71;8:51  am] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

SAN  FRANCISCO  PORT  COMMISSION 

AND  CRESCENT  WHARF  AND 

WAREHOUSE  CO.,  INC. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  agreement  has  been  filed  with 
the  Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1405  I  Street  NW., 
Room  1202;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  on  such 
agreements,  including  requests  for  hear¬ 
ing  may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20573,  within  10  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing 
on  the  proposed  agreement  shall  provide 
a  clear  and  concise  statement  of  the 
matters  upon  which  they  desire  to  ad¬ 
duce  evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrim¬ 
ination  or  unfairness  shall  be  accompa¬ 
nied  by  a  statement  describing  the  dis¬ 
crimination  or  unfairness  with  particu¬ 
larity.  If  a  violation  of  the  Act  or  detri¬ 
ment  to  the  commerce  of  the  United 
States  is  alleged,  the  statement  shall  set 
forth  with  particularity  the  acts  and  cir¬ 
cumstances  said  to  constitute  such  vio¬ 
lation  or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 


agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by: 

Miss  Miriam  E.  Wolff,  Port  Director,  San 

Francisco  Port  Commission,  Ferry  Build¬ 
ing,  San  Francisco,  CA  94111. 

Agreement  No.  T-2508,  between  the 
San  Francisco  Port  Commission  (Port) 
and  Crescent  Wharf  and  Warehouse  Co., 
Inc.  (Crescent) ,  provides  for  the  10-year 
lease  of  Pier  50,  San  Francisco,  Calif., 
for  use  as  a  marine  terminal.  As  com¬ 
pensation,  Crescent  will  pay  the  Port 
$265,000  annually  for  ground  rental,  plus 
all  dockage  and  wharfage  charges  col¬ 
lected  to  the  sum  of  $200,000  prior  to 
June  1,  1971,  and  $250,000  subsequent  to 
June  1,  1971;  with  a  division  of  revenues 
between  the  Port  and  Crescent  on  terms 
outlined  in  the  agreement  should  dock¬ 
age  and  wharfage  collected  exceed  the 
above  amounts.  The  agreement  provides 
for  an  option  on  Seawall  Lot  No.  337  on 
terms  outlined  in  the  agreement,  as  well 
as  an  option  on  a  container  crane  to  be 
installed  on  the  premises. 

Dated:  April  14,  1971. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.71-5405  Filed  4-16-71;8:50  ami 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

FEDERAL  OPEN  MARKET  COMMITTEE 

Current  Economic  Policy  Directive 

In  accordance  with  §  271.5  of  its  Rules 
Regarding  Availability  of  Information, 
there  is  set  forth  below  the  Committee’s 
Current  Economic  Policy  Directive  is¬ 
sued  at  its  meeting  held  on  January  12, 
1971.1 

The  information  reviewed  at  this  meeting 
suggests  that  real  output  of  goods  and  serv¬ 
ices  declined  in  the  fourth  quarter  of  1970, 
largely  as  a  consequence  of  the  recent  strike 
in  the  automobile  industry.  Unemployment 
increased  further  in  December.  The  resump¬ 
tion  of  higher  automobile  production  is 
expected  to  result  in  a  bulge  in  activity  in 
early  1971.  Wage  rates  generally  are  continu¬ 
ing  to  rise  at  a  rapid  pace,  but  gains  in  pro¬ 
ductivity  appear  to  be  slowing  the  increase 
in  unit  labor  costs.  The  rise  in  both  whole¬ 
sale  and  consumer  prices  appears  to  have 
moderated  recently,  following  substantial 
increases  earlier  in  the  fall.  Most  market 
interest  rates  turned  down  again  in  recent 
days,  and  Federal  Reserve  discount  rates 
were  reduced  by  an  additional  one-quarter 
of  a  percentage  point.  Demands  for  funds 
in  capital  markets  have  continued  heavy,  but 
business  loan  demands  at  banks  remain 
weak.  Although  growth  in  the  money  supply 
accelerated  in  December,  over  the  fourth 
quarter  as  a  whole  it  was  at  a  rate  below  that 
prevailing  in  the  preceding  three  quarters. 


1  The  Record  of  Policy  Actions  of  the 
Committee  for  the  meeting  of  Jan.  12,  1971, 
Is  filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
Copies  are  available  on  request  to  the  Board 
of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Sys¬ 
tem,  Washington,  D.C.  20551. 
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Banks  made  substantial  further  additions 
to  their  holdings  of  securities  in  December, 
and  bank  credit  increased  sharply.  The  for¬ 
eign  trade  surplus  has  declined  markedly 
in  recent  months.  The  over-all  balance  of 
payments  deficit  on  the  liquidity  basis  in 
the  fourth  quarter  was  apparently  about  as 
large  as  in  the  third  quarter.  The  deficit 
on  the  official  settlements  basis  was  very 
large  as  banks  continued  to  repay  Euro-dollar 
liabilities.  In  light  of  the  foregoing  develop¬ 
ments,  it  is  the  policy  of  the  Federal  Open 
Market  Committee  to  foster  financial  condi¬ 
tions  conducive  to  the  resumption  of  sus¬ 
tainable  economic  growth,  while  encourag¬ 
ing  an  orderly  reduction  in  the  rate  of  in¬ 
flation  and  the  attainment  of  reasonable 
equilibrium  in  the  country’s  balance  of 
payments. 

To  implement  this  policy,  the  Committee 
seeks  to  promote  accommodative  conditions 
in  credit  markets  and  moderate  expansion 
in  monetary  and  credit  aggregates.  System 
open  market  operations  until  the  next  meet¬ 
ing  of  the  Committee  shall  be  conducted 
with  a  view  to  maintaining  bank  reserves  and 
money  market  conditions  consistent  with 
those  objectives,  taking  account  of  the  forth¬ 
coming  Treasury  financing. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Open  Market 
Committee,  April  7,  1971. 

Arthur  L.  Broida, 
Deputy  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.71-5387  Filed  4r-16-71;8:48  am] 


FIRST  UNION,  INC. 

Order  Approving  Acquisition  of  Bank 
Stock  by  Bank  Holding  Company 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of 
First  Union,  Inc.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  for  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  acquisition  of  80  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  The  National 
Bank  in  North  Kansas  City,  North  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Mo. 

There  has  come  before  the  Board  of 
Governors,  pursuant  to  section  3(a)  (3) 
of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  of 
1956  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(3))  and  §  222.3 
(a)  of  Federal  Reserve  Regulation  Y  (12 
CFR  222.3(a)),  an  application  by  First 
Union,  Inc.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  (Applicant) ,  a 
registered  bank  holding  company,  for  the 
Board’s  prior  approval  of  the  acquisition 
of  80  percent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares 
of  The  National  Bank  in  North  Kansas 
City,  North  Kansas  City,  Mo.  (Bank) . 

As  required  by  section  3(b)  of  the  Act, 
the  Board  gave  written  notice  of  receipt 
of  the  application  to  the  Comptroller  of 
the  Currency  and  requested  his  views  and 
recommendation.  The  Comptroller  rec¬ 
ommended  approval  of  the  application. 

Notice  of  receipt  of  the  application  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
February  25,  1971  (36  F.R.  3497),  provid¬ 
ing  an  opportunity  for  interested  persons 
to  submit  comments  and  views  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  proposal.  A  copy  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  was  forwarded  to  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Justice  for  its  considera¬ 
tion.  Time  for  filing  comments  and  views 
has  expired  and  all  those  received  have 
been  considered  by  the  Board. 

The  Board  has  considered  the  appli¬ 
cation  in  the  light  of  the  factors  set  forth 
in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act,  including  the 
effect  of  the  proposed  acquisition  on 
competition,  the  financial  and  manage¬ 


rial  resources  and  future  prospects  of 
the  Applicant  and  the  banks  concerned, 
and  the  convenience  and  needs  of  the 
Communities  to  be  served.  Upon  such 
consideration,  the  Board  finds  that: 

Applicant  has  five  subsidiary  banks 
with  aggregate  deposits  of  $753  million, 
representing  7.4  percent  of  the  total 
commercial  bank  deposits  in  the  State, 
and  is  the  third  largest  banking  organi¬ 
zation  and  third  largest  bank  holding 
company  in  Missouri.  (All  banking  data 
are  as  of  June  30,  1970,  adjusted  to 
reflect  holding  company  acquisitions  and 
formations  approved  by  the  Board  to 
date.)  Consummation  of  the  proposal 
herein  would  increase  Applicant’s  share 
of  commercial  bank  deposits  in  the  State 
to  7.6  percent;  Applicant’s  position  in 
relation  to  the  other  banking  organiza¬ 
tions  would  remain  the  same. 

Bank,  with  deposits  of  $25  million, 
ranks  20th  of  the  104  banks  in  the 
Kansas  City  banking  market,  and  holds 
0.8  percent  of  the  commercial  bank  de¬ 
posits  in  that  market.  It  appears  that 
acquisition  of  Bank  by  Applicant  would 
not  eliminate  any  existing  competition 
between  Bank  and  any  of  Applicant’s 
present  subsidiaries.  Applicant’s  sub¬ 
sidiary  closest  to  Bank  is  located  180 
miles  from  it  and,  in  light  of  the  facts  of 
record,  notably  the  distances  separating 
Bank  from  Applicant’s  present  subsidi¬ 
aries,  Missouri’s  restrictive  branching 
laws,  and  the  number  of  banks  in  the 
Kansas  City  area,  it  is  not  considered, 
likely  that  such  competition  would  de¬ 
velop  in  the  future.  Consummation  of  the 
proposed  transaction  would  represent 
the  initial  entry  into  the  Kansas  City 
market  by  a  St.  Louis-based  bank  hold¬ 
ing  company,  and  the  affiliation  of  Bank 
with  Applicant  may  serve  to  improve 
Bank’s  competitive  capabilities  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  its  larger  competitors  in  the 
Kansas  City  market.  Consequently,  it 
appears  that  consummation  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  acquisition  would  not  eliminate 
any  meaningful  competition  nor  fore¬ 
close  significant  potential  competition, 
and  would  not  have  any  undue  adverse 
effects  on  other  banks  in  the  area 
involved. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record  before  it, 
the  Board  concludes  that  consummation 
of  the  proposed  acquisition  would  not 
adversely  affect  competition  in  any  rele¬ 
vant  area.  The  financial  and  managerial 
resources  and  future  prospects  of  Ap¬ 
plicant,  its  subsidiaries,  and  Bank  are 
regarded  as  consistent  with  approval  of 
the  application.  The  major  banking 
needs  of  the  North  Kansas  City  area 
appear  to  be  adequately  served  by  the 
present  banking  institutions.  Applicant 
proposed,  however,  to  improve  and  to 
expand  a  number  of  the  services  offered 
by  Bank  which  should  enable  Bank  to  be 
a  more  effective  competitor  in  the  Kan¬ 
sas  City  market.  Considerations  relating 
to  the  convenience  and  needs  of  the  area 
lend  some  weight  toward  approval.  It  is 
the  Board’s  judgment  that  consumma¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  acquisition  would 
be  in  the  public  interest,  and  that  the 
application  should  be  approved. 

It  is  hereby  ordered,  On  the  basis  of 
the  Board’s  findings  summarized  above, 


that  said  application  be  and  hereby  is 
approved:  Provided,  That  the  action  so 
approved  shall  not  be  consummated  (a) 
before  the  30th  calendar  day  following 
the  date  of  this  order  or  (b)  later  than 
3  months  after  the  date  of  this  order, 
unless  such  period  shall  be  extended  for 
good  cause  by  the  Board,  or  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis  pursuant 
to  delegated  authority. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,1 
April  13, 1971. 

[seal]  Kenneth  A.  Kenyon, 

Deputy  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.71-5388  Filed  4-16-71;8:48  ami 


MISSOURI  BANCSHARES,  INC. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Approval  of 
Acquisition  of  Shares  of  Bank 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  applica¬ 
tion  has  been  made,  pursuant  to  section 
3(a)(3)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  of  1956  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(3)),  by 
Missouri  Bancshares,  Inc.,  which  is  a 
bank  holding  company  located  in  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  for  prior  approval  by  the  Board 
of  Governors  of  the  acquisition  by  appli¬ 
cant  of  more  than  90.65  percent  of  the 
voting  shares  of  Bank  of  Ferguson. 
Ferguson,  Mo. 

Section  3(c)  of  the  Act  provides  that 
the  Board  shall  not  approve: 

(1)  Any  acquisition  or  merger  or  con¬ 
solidation  under  section  3  which  would 
result  in  a  monopoly,  or  which  would  be 
in  furtherance  of  any  combination  or 
conspiracy  to  monopolize  or  to  attempt  to 
monopolize  the  business  of  banking  in 
any  part  of  the  United  States,  or 

(2)  Any  other  proposed  acquisition  or 
merger  or  consolidation  under  section  3 
whose  effect  in  any  section  of  the  country 
may  be  substantially  to  lessen  competi¬ 
tion,  or  to  tend  to  create  a  monopoly,  or 
which  in  any  other  manner  would  be  in 
restraint  of  trade,  unless  the  Board  finds 
that  the  anticompetitive  effects  of  the 
proposed  transaction  are  clearly  out¬ 
weighed  in  the  public  interest  by  the 
probable  effect  of  the  transaction  in 
meeting  the  convenience  and  needs  of  the 
community  to  be  served. 

Section  3(c)  further  provides  that,  in 
every  case,  the  Board  shall  take  into 
consideration  the  financial  and  mana¬ 
gerial  resources  and  future  prospects  of 
the  company  or  companies  and  the  banks 
concerned,  and  the  convenience  and 
needs  of  the  community  to  be  served. 

Not  later  than  thirty  (30)  days  after 
the  publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  comments  and  views  re¬ 
garding  the  proposed  acquisition  may  be 
filed  with  the  Board.  Communications 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Secretary, 
Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551. 
The  application  may  be  inspected  at  the 


•Voting  for  this  action:  Chairman  Burns 
and  Governors  Robertson,  Daane,  Maisel,  and 
Sherrill.  Absent  and  not  voting:  Governors 
Mitchell  and  Brimmer. 
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office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or  the 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas  City. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors, 
April  12, 1971. 

[seal]  Kenneth  A.  Kenyon, 

Deputy  Secretary. 

(FR Doc.71-5372  Filed  4-16-71;8:47  am] 


NJN  BANCORPORATION 

Notice  of  Application  for  Approval  of 
Acquisition  of  Shares  of  Bank 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  application 
has  been  made,  pursuant  to  section  3(a) 

(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act 
of  1956  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1)),  by  NJN 
Bancorpo ration,  Trenton,  N.J.,  for  prior 
approval  by  the  Board  of  Governors  of 
action  whereby  applicant  would  become 
a  bank  holding  company  through  the  ac¬ 
quisition  of  100  percent  (less  directors’ 
qualifying  shares)  of  the  voting  shares  of 
New  Jersey  National  Bank,  Trenton,  N.J. 

Section  3(c)  of  the  Act  provides  that 
the  Board  shall  not  approve: 

(1)  Any  acquisition  or  merger  or  con¬ 
solidation  under  section  3  which  would 
result  in  a  monopoly,  or  which  would  be 
in  furtherance  of  any  combination  or 
conspiracy  to  monopolize  or  to  attempt 
to  monopolize  the  business  of  banking  in 
any  part  of  the  United  States,  or 

(2)  Any  other  proposed  acquisition  or 
merger  or  consolidation  under  section  3 
whose  effect  in  any  section  of  the  country 
may  be  substantially  to  lessen  competi¬ 
tion,  or  tend  to  create  a  monopoly,  or 
which  in  any  other  manner  would  be  in 
restraint  of  trade,  unless  the  Board  finds 
that  the  anticompetitive  effects  of  the 
proposed  transaction  are  clearly  out¬ 
weighed  in  the  public  interest  by  the 
probable  effect  of  the  transaction  in 
meeting  the  convenience  and  needs  of  the 
community  to  be  served. 

Section  3(c)  further  provides  that,  in 
every  case,  the  Board  shall  take  into  con¬ 
sideration  the  financial  and  managerial 
resources  and  future  prospects  of  the 
company  or  companies  and  the  banks 
concerned,  and  the  convenience  and 
needs  of  the  community  to  be  served. 

Not  later  than  thirty  (30)  days  after 
the  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register,  comments  and  views 
regarding  the  proposed  acquisition  may 
be  filed  with  the  Board.  Communications 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Secretary, 
Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551. 
The  application  may  be  inspected  at  the 
office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or  the 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Philadelphia. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors, 
April  12,  1971. 

[seal]  Kenneth  A.  Kenyon, 

Deputy  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.71-5373  Filed  4-16-71;8:47  am] 


OTTO  BREMER  FOUNDATION 

Order  Approving  Acquisition  of  Bank 
Stock  by  Bank  Holding  Company 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of 
Otto  Bremer  Foundation,  St.  Paul,  Minn., 


for  approval  of  acquisition  of  5.7  percent 
of  the  voting  shares  of  American  Ban- 
corporation,  Inc.,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

There  has  come  before  the  Board  of 
Governors,  pursuant  to  section  3(a)  (3) 
of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  of 
1956  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(3))  and 

§  222.3(a)  of  Federal  Reserve  Regula¬ 
tion  Y  (12  CFR  222.3(a) ) ,  the  application 
of  Otto  Bremer  Foundation,  St.  Paul, 
Minnesota  (Applicant) ,  a  registered  bank 
holding  company,  for  the  Board’s  prior 
approval  of  the  acquisition  of  5.7  per¬ 
cent  of  the  voting  shares  of  American 
Bancorporation,  Inc.,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
(Holding  Company).  This  acquisition 
will  be  effectuated  by  the  exchange  of 
Applicant’s  remaining  stock  interest  of 
7.3  percent  in  American  National  Bank 
and  Trust  Co.,  St.  Paul,  Minn.  (Bank), 
which  is  a  subsidiary  of  Holding  Com¬ 
pany,  for  stock  of  Holding  Company. 

As  required  by  section  3(b)  of  the 
Act,  the  Board  gave  written  notice  of 
receipt  of  the  application  to  the  Comp¬ 
troller  of  the  Currency  and  to  the  Min¬ 
nesota  Commissioner  of  Banks,  and 
requested  their  views  and  recommenda¬ 
tions.  The  Comptroller  recommended 
approval  of  the  application.  The  Com¬ 
missioner  responded  that  he  had  no  ob¬ 
jection  to  approval  of  the  application. 

Notice  of  receipt  of  the  application 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  February  27, 1971  (36  F.R.  3854) ,  pro¬ 
viding  an  opportunity  for  interested  per¬ 
sons  to  submit  comments  and  views  with 
respect  to  the  proposal.  A  copy  of  the 
application  was  forwarded  to  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Justice  for  its  considera¬ 
tion.  Time  for  filing  comments  and  views 
has  expired  and  all  those  received  have 
been  considered  by  the  Board. 

The  Board  has  considered  the  applica¬ 
tion  in  the  light  of  the  factors  set  forth 
in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act,  including  the 
effect  of  the  proposed  acquisition  on  com¬ 
petition,  the  financial  and  managerial  re¬ 
sources  and  future  prospects  of  Applicant 
and  the  banks  concerned,  and  the  con¬ 
venience  and  needs  of  the  communities 
to  be  served.  Upon  such  consideration, 
the  Board  finds  that: 

Applicant  is  the  third  largest  banking 
organization  in  Minnesota,  controlling  16 
banks  with  a  total  of  $203  million  in  de¬ 
posits,  representing  2.5  percent  of  the 
total  commercial  bank  deposits  in  the 
State.1  (All  banking  data  are  as  of 
June  30,  1970,  adjusted  to  reflect  holding 
company  formations  and  acquisitions 
approved  by  the  Board  through  Febru¬ 
ary  28,  1971.) 

Holding  Company  controls  two  banks 
in  St.  Paul,  with  $179.9  million  of  ag¬ 
gregate  deposits,  representing  about  2.2 
percent  of  total  deposits  in  the  State. 
Holding  Company  became  a  bank  hold¬ 
ing  company  in  April  1970  after  receiv¬ 
ing  prior  approval  of  the  Board  to  ex¬ 
change  Holding  Company  stock  for  stock 
of  (a)  Bank  and  (b)  Commercial  State 
Bank.  Implementation  of  Holding  Com¬ 
pany’s  plan  resulted  in  Applicant’s  ac- 


1  AppUcant  also  controls  nine  banks  In 
North  Dakota  with  aggregate  deposits  of  $94 
million  and  four  banks  in  Wisconsin  with 
aggregate  deposits  of  $27  million. 


quiring  4.3  percent  of  the  voting  shares 
of  Holding  Company. 

In  effect,  Applicant’s  proposal  seeks  an 
adjustment  from  direct  ownership  of 
shares  of  Bank  still  held  by  Applicant  to 
indirect  ownership  thereof  through 
Holding  Company.  After  the  exchange  of 
Applicant’s  remaining  shares  in  Bank  for 
the  shares  of  Holding  Company,  Ap¬ 
plicant  will  control  10  percent  of  the 
stock  of  Holding  Company.  The  Jacob 
Schmidt  Co.,  a  registered  bank  holding 
company,  controls  over  54  percent  of  the 
stock  of  Holding  Company.  On  the  facts 
of  record,  it  appears  that  consummation 
of  the  proposal  herein  would  have  no 
significant  effect  on  existing  or  potential 
competition  and  would  not  adversely  af¬ 
fect  competition  in  any  relevant  area. 

The  financial  condition,  management, 
and  prospects  of  the  institutions  involved 
are  regarded  as  consistent  with  approval. 
Considerations  relating  to  the  con¬ 
venience  and  needs  of  the  communities 
to  be  served  are  also  consistent  with  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  application.  It  is  the  • 
Board’s  judgment  that  the  proposed 
transaction  would  be  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest,  and  that  the  application  should 
be  approved. 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  For  the  reasons 
set  forth  in  the  findings  summarized 
above,  that  said  application  be  and 
hereby  Is  approved:  Provided,  That  the 
action  so  approved  shall  not  be  consum¬ 
mated  (a)  before  the  30th  calendar  day 
following  the  date  of  this  order  or  (b) 
later  than  3  months  after  the  date  of  this 
order,  unless  such  time  be  extended  for 
good  cause  by  the  Board,  or  by  the 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Minneapolis 
pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,1 
April  13,  1971. 

[seal]  Kenneth  A.  Kenyon, 
Deputy  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.71-5389  Filed  4-16-71:8:48  am] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Files  Nos.  7-3692—7-36941 

FABERGE,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Applications  for  Unlisted 
Trading  Privileges  and  of  Oppor¬ 
tunity  for  Hearing 

April  12,  1971. 

In  the  matter  of  applications  of 
the  Philadelphia-Baltimore-Washington 
Stock  Exchange  for  unlisted  trading 
privileges  in  certain  securities. 

The  above-named  national  securities 
exchange  has  filed  applications  with  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
pursuant  to  section  12(f)(1)(B)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  Rule 
12f-l  thereunder,  for  unlisted  trading 
privileges  in  the  common  stocks  of  the 


*  Voting  for  this  action:  Chairman  Burns 
and  Governors  Robertson,  Daane,  Maisel,  and 
Sherrill.  Absent  and  not  voting:  Governors 
Mitchell  and  Brimmer. 
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following  companies,  which  securities 
are  listed  and  registered  on  one  or  more 
other  national  securities  exchanges: 

File  No. 


Faberge,  Inc _  7-3692 

Overseas  Shipholding  Group,  Inc -  7-3693 

Rollins,  Inc— .  7-3694 


Upon  receipt  of  a  request,  on  or  before 
April  27,  1971,  from  any  interested  per¬ 
son,  the  Commission  will  determine 
whether  the  application  with  respect  to 
any  of  the  companies  named  shall  be  set 
down  for  hearing.  Any  such  request 
should  state  briefly  the  title  of  the  secu¬ 
rity  in  which  he  is  interested,  the  nature 
of  the  interest  of  the  person  making  the 
request,  and  the  position  he  proposes  to 
take  at  the  hearing,  if  ordered.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  any  interested  person  may  submit 
his  views  or  any  additional  facts  bearing 
on  any  of  the  said  applications  by  means 
of  a  letter  addressed  to  the  .Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549  not  later  than 
the  date  specified.  If  no  one  requests  a 
hearing  with  respect  to  any  particular 
application,  such  application  will  be 
determined  by  order  of  the  Commission 
on  the  basis  of  the  facts  stated  therein 
and  other  information  contained  in  the 
official  files  of  the  Commission  pertain¬ 
ing  thereto. 

For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority). 

[seal]  Rosalie  F.  Schneider, 

Recording  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.71-5381  Filed  4-16-71:8:47  am] 


[File  No.  1-6104] 

FEDERAL  PETROLEUM,  INC.,  CLASS  A 
VOTING  COMMON  STOCK 

Notice  of  Application  To  Withdraw 
From  Listing  and  Registration 

April  9,  1971. 

The  above  named  issuer  has  filed  an 
application  with  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  pursuant  to  section 
12(d)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934  and  Rule  12d2-2(d)  promulgated 
thereunder,  to  withdraw  the  specified 
security  from  listing  and  registration  on 
the  National  Stock  Exchange. 

The  reasons  alleged  in  the  application 
for  withdrawing  this  security  from  list¬ 
ing  and  registration  include  the  follow¬ 
ing:  Due  to  the  limited  trading  activity 
on  the  Exchange. 

Any  interested  person  may,  on  or  be¬ 
fore  April  26,  1971,  submit  by  letter  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549,  facts  bearing  upon  whether  the 
application  has  been  made  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  the  Exchange  and  what 
terms,  if  any,  should  be  imposed  by  the 
Commission  for  the  protection  of  in¬ 
vestors.  An  order  granting  the  applica¬ 
tion  will  be  issued  after  the  date  men¬ 
tioned  above,  on  the  basis  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  and  any  other  information  furnished 
to  the  Commission,  unless  it  orders  a 
hearing  on  the  matter. 


For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  dele 
gated  authority). 

[seal]  Rosalie  F.  Schneider, 

Recording  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.71-5380  Filed  4-16-71;8:47  am] 


TARIFF  COMMISSION 

[AA 192 1-75] 

CHICKEN  EGGS  IN  THE  SHELL  FROM 
MEXICO 

Postponement  of  Hearing  Date 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  hearing 
in  Investigation  No.  AA1921-75,  sched¬ 
uled  to  be  held  in  the  Tariff  Commis¬ 
sion's  Hearing  Room,  Tariff  Commission 
Building,  Eighth  and  E  Streets  NW., 
Washington,  DC,  beginning  at  10  a.m., 
e.d.s.t„  on  May  3,  1971,  has  been  post¬ 
poned  until  10  a.m.,  e.d.s.t.,  on  May  17, 
1971. 

The  hearing  is  being  held  in  connection 
with  a  Commission  investigation  under 
the  provisions  of  section  201(a)  of  the 
Anti-dumping  Act,  1921,  as  amended,  to 
determine  whether  an  industry  in  the 
United  States  is  being  or  is  likely  to  be 
injured,  or  is  prevented  from  being  estab¬ 
lished,  by  reason  of  the  importation  of 
eggs  in  the  shell  from  Mexico  which  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  has 
determined  are  being,  and  are  likely  to 
be,  sold  at  less  than  fair  value.  Notice 
of  the  investigation  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  March  27,  1971  (36 
F.R.  5821). 

Issued:  April  14,  1971. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.71-5407  Filed  4-16-71;8:50  am] 


[  AA1921-69/70] 

GLASS  FROM  JAPAN 
Determination  of  Injury 

The  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  advised  the  Tariff  Commission  on 
January  7,  1971,  that  clear  plate  and 
clear  float  glass  from  Japan  is  being,  or 
Is  likely  to  be,  sold  in  the  United  States 
at  less  than  fair  value  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  the  Antidumping  Act,  1921,  as 
amended,  and  that  clear  sheet  glass  from 
Japan  is  being,  and  is  likely  to  be,  sold 
in  the  United  States  at  less  than  fair 
value  within  the  meaning  of  the  Anti¬ 
dumping  Act,  1921,  as  amended.  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  sec¬ 
tion  201(a)  of  the  Antidumping  Act  (19 
U.S.C.  160(a)),  the  Tariff  Commission 
instituted  Investigations  Nos.  AA1921- 
69/70  to  determine  whether  an  industry 
in  the  United  States  is  being,  or  is  likely 
to  be,  injured,  or  is  prevented  from  being 
established,  by  reason  of  the  importation 
of  such  merchandise  into  the  United 
States. 

Public  hearings  were  held  on  Febru¬ 
ary  24  and  25,  1971.  Notice  of  the  investi¬ 


gations  and  hearings  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  January  30, 1971 
(36  F.R.  1490). 

In  arriving  at  a  determination  in  these 
cases,  the  Commission  gave  due  con¬ 
sideration  to  all  written  submissions  from 
interested  parties,  evidence  adduced  at 
the  hearings,  and  all  factual  information 
obtained  by  the  Commission’s  staff  from 
questionnaires,  personal  interviews,  and 
other  sources. 

On  the  basis  of  Investigation  No. 
AA1921-69,  the  Commission  determined 
by  a  vote  of  4  to  1 1  that  an  industry  in 
the  United  States  is  being,  or  is  likely 
to  be,  injured  or  prevented  from  being 
established  by  reason  of  the  importation 
of  clear  plate  and  float  glass  from  Japan 
sold  at  less  than  fair  value  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Antidumping  Act,  1921, 
as  amended.  On  the  basis  of  Investiga¬ 
tion  No.  AA1921-70,  the  Commission 
determined  by  a  vote  of  4  to  1 1  that  an 
industry  in  the  United  States  is  being, 
or  is  likely  to  be,  injured  or  prevented 
from  being  established  by  reason  of  the 
importation  of  clear  sheet  glass  from 
Japan  sold  at  less  than  fair  value  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Antidumping  Act, 
1921,  as  amended. 

Statement  of  Reasons  for  Affirmative 

Determinations  by  Commissioners 

Sutton,  Clubb,  Moore,  and  Young 

In  our  opinion,  an  industry  in  the 
United  States  is  being  injured  by  reason 
of  the  importation  of  clear  sheet  glass 
from  Japan  which  is  being  sold  at  less 
than  fair  value  (LTFV)  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  the  Antidumping  Act.  Likewise,  an 
industry  is  being  injured  by  reason  of  the 
importation  of  clear  plate  and  float  glass 
from  Japan  which  is  being  sold  at  less 
than  fair  value  within  the  meaning  of 
that  Act.  Hereinafter  in  this  statement, 
all  references  to  sheet  glass  and  plate 
and  float  glass  will  be  limited  to  clear 
glass,  unless  otherwise  indicated. 

The  industries  concerned.  In  making 
our  determinations  in  these  investiga¬ 
tions,  we  have  considered  the  injured  in¬ 
dustries  to  consist  of  the  facilities  in  the 
United  States  producing  sheet  glass  in 
the  one  investigation,  and  plate  and  float 
glass,  in  the  other.  Sheet  glass  currently 
is  being  produced  in  the  United  States  by 
five  firms  at  12  establishments;  the  es¬ 
tablishments  are  engaged  exclusively,  or 
almost  so,  in  the  manufacture  of  that 
product  (both  clear  and  colored) .  Plate 
and  float  glass  currently  are  being  pro¬ 
duced  in  the  United  States  by  five  com¬ 
panies  in  11  establishments;  these  estab¬ 
lishments  are  engaged  predominantly  in 
the  manufacture  of  those  products 
(both  clear  and  colored). 

Conditions  of  competition  in  the  U.S. 
market.  The  markets  in  the  United  States 
for  sheet  glass  and  for  plate  and  float 
glass  have  been  sluggish  since  the  mid- 
1960’s.  Although  annual  U.S.  consump¬ 
tion  of  each  of  those  types  of  glass  has 
fluctuated  somewhat  from  year  to  year, 


1  Commissioners  Sutton,  Clubb,  Moore,  and 
Young  determined  in  the  affirmative;  Com¬ 
missioner  Leonard  determined  in  the 
negative. 
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it  has  generally  contracted,  rather  than 
expanded,  from  the  peak  1965  level.  In 
1970,  for  example,  indices  of  apparent 
U.S.  consumption  (1965=100)  stood  at 
91  for  sheet  glass  and  86  for  plate  and 
float  glass.  Market  demand  for  these 
types  of  flat  glass  is  dependent  in  great 
part  on  the  levels  of  residential  and  non- 
residential  construction  and  motor  vehi¬ 
cle  production.  Since  1965,  residential 
construction  and  motor  vehicle  produc¬ 
tion  have  been  materially  below  the  level 
set  in  that  year;  nonresidential  construc¬ 
tion  has  been  a  little  above  the  1965 
level,  but  has  generally  declined  since  a 

1966  peak.  The  stagnation  in  these  end 
uses  has  in  turn  affected  the  markets  for 
sheet  glass  and  plate  and  float  glass. 

While  demand  for  the  types  of  glass 
considered  here  has  been  sluggish,  the 
competition  for  sales  of  sheet  glass  and 
plate  and  float  glass  in  the  United  States 
has  intensified.  Inasmuch  as  glass  from 
one  source  is  generally  substitutable  for 
that  from  another  source,  the  competi¬ 
tion  in  the  marketplace  has  been  evi¬ 
denced  to  a  marked  degree  by  the  dis¬ 
counting  of  prices.  The  domestic  pro¬ 
ducers  and  the  agents  for  the  major 
foreign  suppliers  all  publish  prices  at 
which  they  offer  to  sell  glass.  Until  about 

1967  the  domestic  producers  were  able  to 
consistently  sell  at  those  prices.  As  com¬ 
petition  became  more  severe,  various 
suppliers  of  imported  glass  increasingly 
discounted  the  published  prices;  the 
domestic  producers  attempted  to  meet 
such  discounts  to  the  degree  necessary 
to  hold  their  customers.  In  1967  the  ex¬ 
tent  of  selling  below  published  prices  by 
the  domestic  producers  was  moderate — 
about  2  percent  of  their  total  sales  of 
sheet  glass  and  the  same  percentage  of 
their  total  sales  of  plate  and  float  glass 
to  nonautomotive  markets.  In  1970  about 
a  fourth  of  all  domestic  sheet  glass  mar¬ 
keted  in  the  United  States,  and  about  15 
percent  of  all  domestic  plate  and  float 
glass  marketed  to  nonautomotive  mar¬ 
kets,  was  discounted  below  published 
prices.  Moreover,  a  significant  part  of 
the  imports  of  sheet  glass  and  plate  and 
float  glass  from  Japan  during  this  pe¬ 
riod  was  sold  at  LTFV. 

Effect  of  imports  of  LTFV  sheet  glass 
from  Japan.  The  Treasury  found  that  the 
three  Japanese  manufacturers  of  sheet 
glass  who  were  exporting  to  the  United 
States  in  the  period  of  its  study  (gener¬ 
ally  March  to  June  1969)  were  each 
selling  sheet  glass  at  less  than  fair  value. 
In  that  period,  LTFV  sales  were  confined 
to  window  and  heavy  sheet  glass;  these 
two  categories  of  sheet  glass,  however, 
account  for  the  great  bulk  of  U.S.  con¬ 
sumption  of  all  sheet  glass.  The  dumping 
margins — the  difference  between  the 
price  for  sale  in  the  home  market  and 
that  for  sale  to  the  United  States — were 
large  on  heavy  sheet  glass;  though  gen¬ 
erally  smaller  on  window  glass,  they 
still  were  substantial.  An  appreciable 
share  of  the  total  shipments  of  sheet 
glass  to  the  United  States  by  each  of  the 
three  firms  during  the  period  the  Treas¬ 
ury’s  study  were  found  to  be  sold  at  less 
than  fair  value. 


In  1969  entries  of  window  glass  from 
Japan  amounted  to  about  30  million 
pounds,  and  entries  of  heavy  sheet  glass, 
to  almost  10  million  pounds.  About  two- 
thirds  was  entered  on  the  west  coast,  and 
nearly  all  of  the  remainder  at  east  and 
gulf  coast  ports,  largely  for  sale  in  south¬ 
eastern  U.S.  markets.  The  Japanese  im¬ 
ports,  many  at  LTFV,  were  significant 
factors  in  the  supply  of  sheet  glass  on 
the  west  coast  and  in  the  Southeastern 
States. 

Data  obtained  by  the  Commission  in 
the  investigations  indicate  that  Japanese 
sheet  glass  has  in  recent  years  consist¬ 
ently  been  sold  in  the  U.S.  market  at  dis¬ 
counted  prices  below  the  published  prices 
of  domestic  glass.  In  1969,  the  year  of 
the  Treasury’s  4-month  study,  the  dis¬ 
counted  prices  of  window  glass  from 
Japan  on  the  west  coast  generally  were 
about  14  percent  below  the  published 
prices  of  domestic  glass,  and  those  of 
heavy  sheet  glass  on  the  west  coast  av¬ 
eraged  17  percent  below  the  published 
prices  of  domestic  glass.  Discounts  in 
southeastern  United  States  appear  to 
have  been  somewhat  greater.  The  rela¬ 
tionship  of  the  dumping  margins  to  the 
price  discounts  of  Japanese  sheet  glass 
in  the  U.S.  market  varied.  The  dumping 
margin  was  less  than  the  price  discount 
in  some  instances,  about  equal  in  some, 
and  greater  in  others.  In  virtually  every 
instance,  however,  it  is  clear  that  the 
dumping  margin,  at  the  least,  contrib¬ 
uted  materially  to  the  ability  of  the 
Japanese  supplier  to  sell  at  sharply  dis¬ 
counted  prices  in  the  U.S.  market. 

By  1969  the  domestic  producers  were 
extensively  meeting,  in  whole  or  in  part, 
the  discounted  prices  of  Japanese  glass 
in  an  effort  to  maintain  their  volume  of 
sales  and  to  stem  the  inroads  of  Japanese 
glass  in  the  U.S.  market.  In  that  year 
the  domestic  producers  sold  about  15 
percent  of  their  total  shipments  of  sheet 
glass  below  their  published  prices,  at 
an  average  discount  of  more  than  10  per¬ 
cent.  A  large  share  of  such  discounting 
was  done  in  an  attempt  to  meet  the 
prices  of  Japanese  sheet  glass  on  the  west 
coast  and  in  the  Southeastern  States. 
Clearly,  the  LTFV  imports  of  sheet  glass 
from  Japan  have  depressed  prices  of  do¬ 
mestic  sheet  glass  in  the  U.S.  market. 

Effect  of  imports  of  LTFV  plate  and 
float  glass  from  Japan.  The  Treasury 
found  that  the  three  Japanese  manufac¬ 
turers  of  plate  and  float  glass  who  were 
exporting  to  the  United  States  in  the 
period  of  its  study  (generally  April 
through  July  1969)  were  each  selling 
plate  and  float  glass  at  less  than  fair 
value.  The  LTFV  margins  varied  rather 
widely,  depending  on  the  thickness,  qual¬ 
ity,  and  size  of  the  piece  of  glass;  most 
margins  were  substantial.  In  the 
4-month  period  covered  by  the  Treasury 
inquiry,  about  half  of  the  aggregate  ship¬ 
ments  of  plate  and  float  glass  by  the 
three  firms  were  determined  to  have  been 
sold  at  less  than  fair  value. 

In  1969  entries  of  plate  and  float  glass 
from  Japan  amounted  to  about  23  mil¬ 
lion  square  feet.  About  half  was  entered 
on  the  west  coasts  and  two-fifths  at  east 
and  gulf  coast  ports,  largely  for  sale  in 


southeastern  U.S.  markets.  The  Japanese 
glass  is  believed  to  have  been  predomi¬ 
nantly  for  the  glazing  or  mirror  trade, 
rather  than  for  use  in  motor  vehicles. 
Some  two-thirds  of  domestic  shipments 
are  for  use  in  the  production  of  motor 
vehicles;  this  business  represents  in 
many  respects  a  distinct  market — prices, 
quantities,  and  terms  being  negotiated 
between  the  motor  vehicle  manufactur¬ 
ers  and  the  glass  producers.  The  remain¬ 
ing  markets — chiefly  sales  to  the  glazing 
and  mirror  trades,  constitute  those  for 
which  the  imported  domestic  plate  and 
float  glass  vie.  In  those  markets  on  the 
west  coast  and  in  the  Southeastern 
States,  the  Japanese  imports  were  sig¬ 
nificant  factors  in  the  supply  of  plate 
and  float  glass. 

Data  obtained  by  the  Commission  in 
the  investigations  indicate  that  Japanese 
plate  and  float  glass  has  in  recent  years 
consistently  been  sold  in  the  U.S.  market 
at  discounted  prices  below  the  published 
prices  of  domestic  glass.  In  1969,  the 
year  of  the  Treasury’s  4-month  study, 
such  discounted  prices  for  plate  and  float 
glass  from  Japan  were  as  much  as  20 
percent  below  the  published  prices  of 
comparable  domestic  glass.  The  relation¬ 
ship  of  the  dumping  margins  to  the  price 
discounts  of  Japanese  plate  and  float 
glass  in  the  U.S.  market  varied.  The 
dumping  margin  in  many  instances  was 
equal  to  or  greater  than  the  price  dis¬ 
count;  in  some  instances  it  was  less  than 
the  price  discount.  In  nearly  all  instances, 
however,  it  is  clear  that  the  dumping 
margin  at  least  contributed  materially  to 
the  ability  of  the  Japanese  suppliers  to 
sell  at  discounted  prices  in  the  U.S. 
market. 

As  in  their  pricing  of  sheet  glass,  the 
domestic  producers  by  1969  were  in  many 
instances  meeting,  in  whole  or  in  part, 
the  discounted  prices  of  Japanese  plate 
and  float  glass  in  an  effort  to  maintain 
their  volume  of  sales  and  to  prevent  fur¬ 
ther  incursions  of  Japanese  glass  in  the 
U.S.  market.  In  that  year  the  domestic 
producers  sold  about  10  percent  of  their 
total  shipments  of  plate  and  float  glass 
to  nonautomotive  markets  at  prices  be¬ 
low  their  published  prices;  the  average 
discount  was  about  14  percent.  A  large 
share  of  such  discounting  was  done  in 
the  attempt  to  meet  the  prices  of  Japa¬ 
nese  sheet  glass  on  the  west  coast  and 
in  the  Southeastern  States.  Clearly,  the 
LTFV  imports  of  plate  and  float  glass 
from  Japan  have  depressed  prices  of  do¬ 
mestic  plate  and  float  glass  in  the  U.S. 
market. 

Conclusion.  The  imports  of  sheet  glass 
and  plate  and  float  glass  from  Japan,  sold 
at  less  than  fair  value,  have  significantly 
contributed  to  the  severe  price  discount¬ 
ing  that  has  occurred  on  the  west  coast 
and  in  the  Southeastern  States.  Such 
discounting  has  forced  the  domestic  pro¬ 
ducers  into  competitive  price  reductions, 
and  caused  them  significant  loss  of  sales 
income.  The  adverse  effect  on  the  domes¬ 
tic  industries  concerned  has  been  more 
than  de  minimus.  We  determine,  there¬ 
fore,  that,  within  the  terms  of  the  stat¬ 
ute,  an  industry  in  the  United  States  is 
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being  injured  by  reason  of  such  LTFV 
imports. 

Statement  of  Reasons  for  Negative 
Determinations  of  Commissioner 
Leonard 

In  my  opinion  no  industry  in  the  United 
States  is  being  or  is  likely  to  be  injured, 
or  prevented  from  being  established,  by 
reason  of  Japanese  clear  sheet  glass  and 
Japanese  clear  plate  and  float  glass 
found  by  the  Treasury  to  be,  or  likely  to 
be  sold  in  the  United  States  at  less  than 
fair  value  (LTFV).  The  facts  before  us 
do  not  show  any  such  injury;  what  the 
facts  do  show  follows. 

Market  penetration.  Imports  of  clear 
sheet  glass  from  Japan,  which  supplied 
3.5  percent  of  U.S.  consumption  of  such 
glass  in  1965,  supplied  a  smaller  share  of 
U.S.  consumption  in  subsequent  years 
and  in  1970  supplied  only  2.1  percent. 
Imports  of  clear  plate  and  float  glass 
from  Japan  supplied  from  1.5  to  5.8  per¬ 
cent  of  U.S.  consumption  of  that  type  of 
glass  in  the  years  1965  to  1970  (4.5  per¬ 
cent  in  the  latter  year). 

In  the  sample  studied  by  the  Treasury, 
ranging  from  71  to  91  percent  of  the  three 
Japanese  exporters’  sales  in  the  United 
States  during  4  months  in  1969,  less  than 
half  of  such  sales  were  found  to  have 
been  at  LTFV.  Consequently,  the  share  of 
the  U.S.  market  supplied  by  LTFV  im¬ 
ports  from  Japan,  if  the  sample  is  repre¬ 
sentative,  was  not  more  than  2  percent 
for  sheet  glass  and  not  more  than  3  per¬ 
cent  for  plate  and  float  glass  in  any  of 
the  years  1965-70. 

Published  prices.  The  principal  U.S. 
producers  and  importers  of  flat  glass 
have  two  ways  of  adjusting  their  prices. 
They  can  change  their  published  prices, 
or  they  can  offer  discounts  where  com¬ 
petition  is  keen.  The  latter  method  per¬ 
mits  a  degree  of  flexibility  in  special  sit¬ 
uations.  If  the  published  prices  are  gen¬ 
erally  too  high,  discounting  will  be  more 
widespread.  On  occasion  the  producers 
and  importers  have  also  offered  a  pub¬ 
lished  discount  limited  to  a  certain  area; 
this  is  done  in  order  to  yield  to  local 
competitive  pressures  without  changing 
the  overall  price  structure.  Such  local 
pressures  occur  where  the  manufac¬ 
turers’  and  importers’  practice  of  ab¬ 
sorbing  freight  gives  one  supplier  an  ad¬ 
vantage  over  another  because  of  a  more 
favorable  location  and  lower  transporta¬ 
tion  costs. 

The  published  price  of  a  representative 
type  of  domestic  sheet  glass  (19-ounce 
single-strength  “B”,  over  50,  but  not  over 
60  united  inches)  increased  by  about  15 
percent  from  May  1, 1966,  to  May  1, 1970, 
while  the  published  price  of  identical 
Japanese  glass  (about  7  percent  below 
the  price  of  domestic  glass)  increased 
by  20  percent.  The  published  price  of 
glazing  quality  domestic  plate  or  float 
glass  (one-fourth  inch,  specified  size  and 
pack)  increased  by  26  percent  during 
the  same  period,  while  the  published 
price  of  identical  Japanese  glass  in¬ 
creased  by  32  percent.  (The  differential 
between  the  price  of  United  States  and 
Japanese  glass  of  this  description 
narrowed  from  8  to  3  percent.) 


While  the  published  prices  of  flat  glass 
thus  increased  by  15  to  32  percent  in  a 
4-year  period,  the  average  prices  of  all 
industrial  commodities,  as  measured  by 
the  general  wholesale  price  index,  in¬ 
creased  by  only  11  percent.  Obviously,  no 
matter  what  causes  and  factors  operated 
to  prevent  a  further  rise  in  the  prices 
of  glass,  they  did  not  succeed  in  “sup¬ 
pression”  or  “depression”  of  the  prices. 

Discounting.  Discounting  has  been 
practiced  in  various  places  by  certain 
domestic  producers  finding  themselves 
with  surplus  stocks  of  particular  types 
of  glass,  or  seeking  to  enter  new  markets. 

Discounting  below  published  prices  has 
been  practiced  by  importers  mainly  on 
the  west  coast  and  in  the  Southeastern 
States  served  by  Atlantic  and  gulf  ports. 
Their  ability  to  do  so,  apart  from  lower 
production  costs  in  some  of  the  export¬ 
ing  countries,  stems  from  the  advantage 
of  cheap  water  transportation. 

Hence,  the  data  submitted  by  the 
domestic  producers  purporting  to  show 
that  7.3  percent  of  their  sales  of  sheet 
glass,  and  1.8  percent  of  their  sales  of 
plate  and  float  glass  in  1970  were  effected 
at  discounts  averaging  12.3  and  15.3  per¬ 
cent,  respectively,  in  order  to  meet 
Japanese  competition,  do  not  appear  to 
reflect  a  greater  degree  of  price  competi¬ 
tion  than  would  be  expected  under  the 
circumstances. 

Discounting  is  not  in  itself  reprehen¬ 
sible,  nor  does  it  result  necessarily  from 
dumping.  Discounting  below  published 
prices  to  meet  competition  is  not  neces¬ 
sarily  a  harmful  practice  nor  does  it 
necessarily  cause  loss  of  sales  or  profits. 
Not  all  discounted  sales  are  LTFV  sales 
and  vice  versa. 

The  reported  discounting  attributed  to 
Japanese  competition  in  1970  (the  least 
favorable  year  reported)  caused  the 
revenue  of  the  three  domestic  companies 
from  sales  of  sheet  glass  to  be  0.8  percent 
less,  and  that  from  their  sales  of  plate 
and  float  glass  to  be  0.3  percent  less, 
than  it  would  have  been  if  all  sales  had 
been  made  at  published  prices.  Similar 
data  submitted  by  the  U.S.  industry  on 
the  discounting  practiced  to  meet  com¬ 
petition  from  all  sources  show  that  their 
revenue  from  sales  of  sheet  glass  in  that 
year  was  3.1  percent  less,  and  that  from 
sales  of  plate  and  float  glass  was  0.7  per¬ 
cent  less,  than  it  would  have  been  if  all 
sales  had  been  made  at  published  prices. 
From  these  data  it  is  seen  that  not  only 
was  the  deviation  from  published  prices 
small,  but  also,  the  greater  part  of  it  was 
attributed  to  competitors  other  than  the 
Japanese. 

The  inability  to  receive  the  published 
uniform  delivered  price  from  all  sales 
of  clear  sheet  glass  and  clear  plate  and 
float  glass  in  every  part  of  the  United 
States  and  under  all  conditions  cannot 
be  characterized  as  injury,  and  it  is 
unrealistic  to  describe  the  difference 
between  published  prices  and  net  real¬ 
ized  prices  as  a  loss. 

Having  claimed  to  be  injured  by  the 
discounting  of  prices,  and  having  claimed 
that  (to  a  stated  extent)  the  discount¬ 
ing  was  done  to  meet  Japanese  competi¬ 
tion,  the  three  U.S.  producers  taking 


part  in  this  investigation  proceed  to 
make  the  further  claim  that  the  dis¬ 
counting  done  by  the  importers  of  Japa¬ 
nese  glass  was  made  possible  by  selling 
the  glass  at  less  than  fair  value.  I  can¬ 
not  find  that  price  discounting  was 
harmful  to  the  domestic  industry,  or  that 
a  distinction  can  be  made  between 
the  Japanese  selling  at  less  than  fair 
value  and  other  foreign  suppliers  sell¬ 
ing  at  the  same  discounts  below  pub¬ 
lished  prices  in  certain  areas. 

Regional  markets.  Injury  to  an  estab¬ 
lishment  or  regional  segment  of  an  in¬ 
dustry  may  constitute  injury  to  the  in¬ 
dustry  as  a  whole,  but  here  the  facts 
do  not  indicate  injury,  even  in  one  local¬ 
ity.  The  two  areas  where  imported  Japa¬ 
nese  glass  is  of  some  competitive  signifi¬ 
cance  are  the  west  coast  and  an  area 
served  by  certain  ports  along  the  Atlantic 
and  gulf  coasts. 

West  Coast — The  more  important  of 
these  two  areas  from  the  standpoint  of 
the  volume  of  sales  of  Japanese  glass  is 
the  west  coast.  The  producers’  and  im¬ 
porters’  longstanding  practice  of  absorb¬ 
ing  freight  to  destination  has  required 
the  customers  of  the  glass  industry  to 
pay,  as  a  part  of  the  price,  the  average 
freight  to  all  destinations  in  the  United 
States.  The  exception,  until  1967,  was 
the  territory  west  of  the  Rockies,  where 
customers  had  to  pay  the  freight  from 
Denver  to  their  warehouses;  this  added 
an  average  of  7  Vi  percent  to  the  price 
paid  by  western  customers  and  helped 
to  make  Japanese  competition  possible 
on  the  west  coast.  Such  competition  be¬ 
gan  soon  after  World  War  II;  the  dimen¬ 
sions  it  achieved  before  PPG  and  LOF 
built  their  respective  plants  in  Califor¬ 
nia — which  were  greater  than  after¬ 
wards — were  not  attributed  to  dumping 
although  import  duties  had  been  ad¬ 
justed  upwards  on  sheet  glass  in  1962 
after  a  finding  of  injury  resulting  from 
trade-agreement  tariff  concessions.  That 
finding  of  injury  related  to  imports  from 
various  countries  of  which  Japan  was 
only  one. 

After  Libbey-Owens-Ford  opened  a 
float  glass  plant  at  Lathrop,  Calif.,  in 
1964,  and  PPG  Industries  opened  a  sheet 
glass  plant  at  Fresno,  in  the  same  State, 
in  1967,  a  new  competitive  pattern  devel¬ 
oped  on  the  west  coast,  where  most  im¬ 
ported  Japanese  glass  has  been  sold. 
American  producers  began  to  quote  the 
same  delivered  prices  on  the  west  coast 
as  they  quoted  elsewhere  in  the  United 
States.  After  LOF’s  Initial  production 
problems  at  Lathrop  had  been  solved, 
its  sales  of  clear  plate  and  float  glass  in 
west  coast  States  increased  considerably. 
After  PPG  opened  its  sheet  glass  plant 
at  Fresno  in  1967,  its  sales  of  sheet  glass 
in  those  States  increased  substantially. 
In  both  cases  the  sales  of  competitors, 
whether  domestic  or  Japanese,  declined. 
It  is  true  that  the  net  prices  realized 
in  that  area  also  declined,  but  should 
they  not  have  declined  when  glass  be¬ 
gan  to  be  produced  locally? 

The  Antidumping  Act  is  not  intended 
to  penalize  normal  import  competition 
(conditioned  by  the  regular  import 
duties)  or  even  to  prevent  sales  at  less 
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than  fair  value  unless  such  sales 
injure,  are  likely  to  injure,  or  prevent 
establishment  of  an  industry  in  the 
United  States.  In  this  case,  far  from  pre¬ 
venting  the  establishment  of  an  indus¬ 
try,  the  imports  found  by  the  Treasury 
to  be  sold  at  LTFV  were  in  large  part 
(whether  intentionally  or  not)  involved 
in  a  losing  struggle  to  retain  as  much  as 
possible  of  a  market  (the  west  coast) 
where  two  new  glass  plants  had  been 
established . 

Atlantic  and  Gulf  Coasts — From  the 
standpoint  of  the  volume  of  Japanese 
clear  sheet  and  clear  plate  and  float  glass 
imported,  the  southeastern  area  served 
by  Atlantic  and  gulf  ports  is  consider¬ 
ably  less  important  than  the  west  coast. 
The  Japanese  glass  sold  here  has  con¬ 
sisted  largely  of  window  glass,  some 
heavy  sheet  glass  and  special  assort¬ 
ments  of  mirror-grade  float  glass.  In  this 
area  certain  domestic  manufacturers,  as 
well  as  importers  of  other  than  Japanese 
glass  have  been  active  discounters.  Here, 
as  on  the  west  coast,  transportation  costs 
play  a  large  part  in  price  competition. 
Since  the  total  sales  of  Japanese  clear 
sheet  glass  in  this  local  market  barely 
exceeded  $1  million  in  any  of  the  years 
1965-70,  and  the  total  sales  of  Japanese 
clear  plate  and  float  glass  in  this  area 
did  not  quite  reach  $4  million  (in  1969 
and  1970) — a  minute  fraction  of  con¬ 
sumption  in  the  area — it  is  evident  that 
the  sales  at  LTFV  could  not  have  been 
of  a  volume  sufficient  to  cause  injury, 
likelihood  of  injury,  or  prevention  of 
establishment  of  an  industry. 

Summary.  My  principal  reasons  for  a 
negative  determination  in  this  case  are 
as  follows: 

1.  Imports  of  clear  sheet  glass  and 
clear  plate  and  float  glass  from  Japan 
supply  too  small  a  share  of  the  U.S.  mar¬ 
ket  to  cause  or  threaten  injury  to  an  in¬ 
dustry  or  prevent  it  from  being  estab¬ 
lished.  Sales  of  Japanese  glass  at  LTFV 
have  supplied  an  even  smaller  share  of 
the  U.S.  market. 

2.  U.S.  glass  producers’  published 
prices  have  increased  more  since  1966 
than  have  manufacturers’  prices  in  gen¬ 
eral.  The  published  prices  for  Japanese 
glass  have  increased  more  than  domestic 
producers’  prices  during  the  same  period. 

'  3.  In  1970,  the  discounting  attributed 

to  Japanese  competition  (whether  at 
LTFV  or  not)  was  not  such  as  to  under¬ 
mine  or  lower  the  producers’  published 
prices,  applicable  to  the  great  majority  of 
sales.  Such  discounting  reportedly 
caused  the  three  major  U.S.  producers’ 
revenue  from  sales  of  clear  sheet  glass 
to  be  0.8  percent  less,  and  that  from  their 
sales  of  clear  plate  and  float  glass  to  be 
0.3  percent  less,  than  it  would  have  been 
if  all  their  sales  had  been  at  published 
prices.  Nevertheless,  by  means  of  ju¬ 
dicious  discounting  in  limited  geographi¬ 
cal  areas,  their  total  revenue  from  sales 
was  larger  than  it  would  have  been  if 
published  prices  had  been  adhered  to 
without  exception. 

4.  Discounting  practiced  by  the  three 
producers  to  meet  competition  from  all 
sources  caused  their  revenue  from  sales 
of  clear  sheet  glass  to  be  3.1  percent  less, 


and  that  from  sales  of  clear  plate  and 
float  glass  to  be  0.7  percent  less,  than  it 
would  have  been  if  all  sales  had  been 
made  at  published  prices.  Not  only  was 
the  deviation  from  published  prices 
small,  but  also,  the  greater  part  of  it  was 
attributed  to  competitors  other  than  the 
Japanese. 

5.  The  establishment  of  a  float  glass 
plant  in  California  by  LOF  in  1964,  and 
of  a  sheet  glass  plant  in  that  State  by 
PPG  in  1967,  threatened  to  deprive  the 
Japanese  of  a  share  they  had  previously 
had  of  the  west  coast  market.  Although 
net  realized  prices  there  were  driven 
down  by  competition  to  a  level  below  that 
prevailing  in  other  parts  of  the  United 
States,  the  new  plants  succeeded  in  gain¬ 
ing  a  rapidly  increasing  share  of  the 
regional  market  while  the  share  of  com¬ 
petitors,  both  domestic  and  Japanese, 
declined. 

6.  The  volume  of  sales  of  Japanese 
glass  in  the  Southeastern  States  is 
smaller  than  that  on  the  west  coast.  Such 
glass  supplies  a  minute  fraction  of  con¬ 
sumption  there.  Consequently,  any  sales 
there  of  Japanese  glass  at  LTFV  could 
not  have  injured  an  industry  or  pre¬ 
vented  it  from  being  established. 

7.  Since  by  most  appropriate  measure¬ 
ments  the  competitive  impact  of  Japa¬ 
nese  glass  in  the  United  States  (at  LTFV 
or  otherwise)  has  been  declining  rather 
than  increasing,  there  is  no  likelihood  of 
injury  from  this  source. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  71-5355  Filed  4-16-71;8:45  am] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION  FOR 
RELIEF 

April  14,  1971. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  §-1100.40  of  the  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CFR  1100.40)  and  filed 
within  15  days  from  the  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Long-and-Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  42174 — Potassium,  viz:  potash 
from  Evans  City,  Ala.  Filed  by  O.  W. 
South,  Jr.,  agent  (No.  A6243),  for  inter¬ 
ested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  potassium, 
viz:  potash  (caustic),  liquid,  in  tank  car¬ 
loads,  as  described  in  the  application, 
from  Evans  City,  Ala.,  to  Lemont,  Ill. 

Grounds  for  relief — Rate  relationship. 

Tariff — Supplement  123  to  Southern 
Freight  Association,  agent,  tariff  ICC 
S-800. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.71-5404  Piled  4-16-71;8:49  am] 


[Notice  278] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

April  13,  1971. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority  un¬ 
der  section  210a (a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
new  rules  of  Ex  Parte  No.  MC-67  (49 
CFR  Part  1131),  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  issue  of  April  27,  1965. 
effective  July  1,  1965.  These  rules  pro¬ 
vide  that  protests  to  the  granting  of  an 
application  must  be  filed  with  the  field 
official  named'  in  the  Federal  Register 
publication,  within  15  calendar  days 
after  the  date  of  notice  of  the  filing  of 
the  application  is  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register.  One  copy  of  such  pro¬ 
tests  must  be  served  on  the  applicant, 
or  its  authorized  representative,  if  any, 
and  the  protests  must  certify  that  such 
service  has  been  made.  The  protests  must 
be  specific  as  to  the  service  which  such 
Protestant  can  and  will  offer,  and  must 
consist  of  a  signed  original  and  six 
copies. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file, 
and  can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in 
field  office  to  which  protests  are  to  be 
transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  44639  (Sub-No.  31  TA>,  filed 
April  1,  1971.  Applicant:  L  &  M  EX¬ 
PRESS  CO.,  INC.,  220  Ridge  Road,  Lynd- 
hurst,  NJ  07071.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Herman  B.  J.  Weckstein,  60  Park 
Place,  Newark,  NJ  07102.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Wearing  apparel,  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
wearing  apparel,  between  Crewe,  Va.,  and 
Roanoke,  Va.,  for  150  days.  Note:  Ap¬ 
plicant  states  it  intends  to  tack  authority 
at  New  York  and  New  Jersey  and  com¬ 
bine  with  all  authorized  operations  in 
MC-44639  with  all  points  authorized. 
Supporting  shipper:  Lady  Bird  Apparel, 
Inc.,  1005  Shenandoah  Avenue  NW.,  Roa¬ 
noke,  VA  24016.  Send  protests  to:  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor  Joel  Morrows,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  970  Broad  Street,  Newark,  NJ 
07102. 

No.  MC  114284  (Sub-No.  48  TA>  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  March  23,  1971,  published 
Federal  Register  under  notice  number 
270,  and  republished  in  part  as  corrected 
this  issue.  Applicant:  FOX-SMYTHE 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  Post  Office 
Box  82307.  Stockyards  Station,  1700 
South  Portland  Avenue,  Oklahoma  City, 
OK  73108.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Carl  Smythe  (same  address  as  above). 
Note:  The  purpose  of  this  partial  re¬ 
publication  is  to  set  forth  the  correct 
route  operations  to  read  irregular  routes, 
in  lieu  of  regular  routes,  which  was  er¬ 
roneously  shown  in  previous  publication, 
the  rest  of  the  application  remains  the 
same. 
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No.  MC  116877  (Sub-No.  3  TA),  filed 
April  6,  1971.  Applicant:  GARMENT 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  2645  Nevin  Avenue, 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90011.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Marvin  Handler,  405  Mont¬ 
gomery  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94104. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  Hanging  or  car¬ 
toned  clothing  and  wearing  apparel  and 
component  parts  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  thereof,  as  defined  in  61  MCC  288 
and  289  (except  natural  furs  and  natural 
fur  or  fur  trimmed  garments) ,  handbags 
and  costume  jewelry,  between  the  follow¬ 
ing  points  in  California,  on  the  one  hand; 
(a)  all  points  along  Interstate  Highway 
405,  between  San  Fernando  and  junction 
with  Interstate  Highway  5,  near  Irvine, 
inclusive;  (b)  all  points  along  California 
State  Highway  1,  between  Santa  Monica 
and  Corona  Del  Mar,  inclusive;  (c)  all 
points  along  Interstate  Highway  5,  be¬ 
tween  San  Fernando  and  Santa  Ana, 
inclusive;  (d)  all  points  along  U.S. 
Highway  66  and  California  State  High¬ 
way  134,  between  San  Bernardino  and 
junction  with  Interstate  Highway  5,  in¬ 
clusive;  (e)  all  points  along  Interstate 
Highway  10,  between  Redlands  and  junc¬ 
tion  with  Interstate  Highway  405,  inclu¬ 
sive;  (f)  all  points  along  Interstate 
Highway  605,  between  junction  with  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  10  and  Interstate 
Highway  405;  (g)  all  points  along  Cali¬ 
fornia  State  Highway  91,  between  the 
junction  with  Interstate  Highway  15  at 
Riverside  and  junction  with  Interstate 
Highway  5  at  Buena  Park,  inclusive;  and 
(h)  all  points  along  California  State 
Highway  60,  between  Los  Angeles  and 
Pomona,  inclusive;  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  following  points  in  Arizona: 

(1)  All  points  along  U.S.  Highway  80, 
between  Avondale  and  Mesa,  inclusive, 
including  the  off-route  points  of  Alham¬ 
bra,  Chandler,  Glendale  and  Scottsdale; 
and  (2)  all  points  along  Interstate  High¬ 
ways  10  and  19  and  U.S.  Highway  89, 
between  Phoenix  and  Nogales,  inclusive, 
with  service  to  Casa  Grande  as  an  off- 
route  point,  from  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  to 
Nogales,  Ariz.,  over  Interstate  Highway 
10  and  U.S.  Highway  60  to  Blythe,  Caiif.; 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  60  and  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  10  to  Phoenix,  Ariz.; 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  10  to 
Tucson,  Ariz.;  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  19  and  U.S.  Highway  89  to 
Nogales,  Ariz.,  and  return  over  the  same 
routes.  Alternate  routes:  As  alternate 
routes,  for  operating  convenience  only, 
the  following  routes:  California  High¬ 
way  86,  U.S.  Highway  80  and  Interstate 
Highway  8,  between  Indio,  Calif.,  and 
junction  with  Interstate  Highway  10, 
near  Casa  Grande,  Ariz.,  for  180  days. 
Note:  Applicant  proposes  to  tack  with 
its  Sub  No.  1  authority  to  serve  addi¬ 
tional  points  in  California  and  ship¬ 
ments  will  be  interlined  at  Los  Angeles 
with  E.  T.  Molitor,  doing  business  as 
Standard  Truck  Lines  (MC-98874) .  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Thei’e  are  approxi¬ 
mately  55  statements  of  support  attached 
to  the  application,  which  may  be  exam¬ 
ined  here  at  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  in  Washington,  D.C.,  or 


copies  thereof  which  may  be  examined 
at  the  field  office  named  below.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  John  E.  Nance,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Room  7708  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  300  North  Los  Angeles 
Street,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 

No.  MC  117698  (Sub-No.  9  TA),  filed 
April  6,  1971.  Applicant:  LEO  H. 

SEARLES,  doing  business  as  L.  H. 
SEARLES,  South  Worcester,  NY  12197. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Harold  C. 
Vrooman,  140  Main  Street,  Oneonta, 
NY  13820.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ice 
cream  and  ice  cream  products,  from 
Scranton  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  Laurel, 
Md.,  and  Suffield,  Conn.,  to  points  in 
New  York  State  within  100-mile  radius 
of  Oneonta,  N.Y.,  for  150  days.  Note: 
Applicant  states  it  intends  to  tack  the 
authority  here  applied  for  to  other  au¬ 
thority  held  by  it,  but  not  to  interline 
with  other  carriers,  in  MC  117698  Sub  1 
and  Sub  3  and  Sub  6  and  Sub  8,  for 
150  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Simonson 
Bros.  Ice  Cream  Co.,  Inc.,  Oneonta,  N.Y. 
Send  protests  to:  Charles  F.  Jacobs,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  518 
Federal  Building,  Albany,  NY  12207. 

No.  MC  118159  (Sub-No.  112  TA),  filed 
April  6,  1971.  Applicant:  EVERETT 
LOWRANCE,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box 
10216,  4916  Jefferson  Highway,  New  Or¬ 
leans,  LA  70121.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  the  plant  and 
warehouse  facilities  utilized  by  Camp¬ 
bell  Soup  Co.  at  or  near  Omaha,  Nebr , 
to  points  in  Michigan,  Missouri,  includ¬ 
ing  St.  Louis  commercial  zone,  and  Al¬ 
ton,  Ill.,  Ohio  and  Wisconsin,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Campbell 
Soup  Co.,  Campbell  Place,  Camden,  NJ 
08101,  Mr.  Albin  J.  Budash,  Manager. 
Send  protests  to:  Paul  D.  Collins,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Room  T-4009,  Federal  Building,  701  Loy¬ 
ola  Avenue,  New  Orleans,  LA  70113. 

No.  MC  120800  (Sub-No.  35  TA) 
(Amendment),  filed  March  3,  1971  and 
published  Federal  Register  issue  of 
March  12,  1971,  and  republished  as  cor¬ 
rected  this  issue.  Applicant:  CAPITOL 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  2500  North  Ala¬ 
meda  Street,  Compton,  CA  90222.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  A.  O’Malley  (same 
address  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  ethylene,  in  specially  de¬ 
signed  vacuum  jacketed  trailers,  from 
Baton  Rouge  or  Taft,  La.,  to  Calvert 
City,  Ky.,  Decatur,  Ill.,  El  Dorado,  Ark., 
Houston,  Tex.,  Memphis,  Term.,  Tarrant 
City,  Ala.,  Greenville,  S.C.,  Magnolia, 
Ark.,  Orangeburg,  S.C.,  East  Alton,  HI., 
and  Decatur,  Ala.,  for  120  days.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  Enjay  Chemical  Co.,  Dis¬ 
tribution  Department,  Post  Office  Box 
201,  Florham  Park,  NJ  07932.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  John  E.  Nance,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 


Bureau  of  Operations,  Room  7708,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  300  North  Los  Angeles 
Street,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90012.  Note:  The 
purpose  of  this  republication  is  to  in¬ 
clude  East  Alton,  Ill.,  and  Decatur,  Ala., 
as  destination  points. 

No.  MC  125774  (Sub-No.  1  TA) ,  filed 
April  5,  1971.  Applicant:  W.  E.  BOYD, 
doing  business  as  BOYD  &  SONS,  Arapa¬ 
hoe,  N.C.  28510.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive  :  Allen,  Steed,  and  Pullen,  Post  Office 
Box  2058,  Raleigh,  NC  27602.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Scrap  metal,  from  points 
in  Pitt,  Carteret,  Craven,  Beaufort,  Le¬ 
noir,  and  Pamlico,  N.C.,  to  Chesapeake, 
Va.,  Norfolk,  Va.,  and  points  in  Virginia 
within  25  miles  of  Chesapeake  and  Nor¬ 
folk,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Karl  Rowan,  Arapahoe,  N.C.  28510.  Send 
protests  to:  ‘Archie  W.  Andrews,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Post  Office 
Box  26896,  Raleigh,  N.C.  27611. 

No.  MC  126458  (Sub-No.  3  TA),  filed 
April  6,  1971.  Applicant:  ASCENZO  & 
SONS,  INC.,  535  Brush  Avenue,  Bronx, 
NY  10465.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Bert  Collins,  140  Cedar  Street,  New  York, 
NY  10006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Steel 
beams,  from  Bridgeport,  Conn.,  to  New 
York,  N.Y.,  Kearny,  Hillside,  and  Piscata- 
way,  N.J.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  British  Wideflange,  Inc.,  812  Hous¬ 
ton  Citizens  Bank  &  Trust  Building  Main 
at  Jefferson,  Houston,  TX  77002.  Send 
protests  to:  Marvin  Kampel,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  26  Fed¬ 
eral  Plaza,  New  York,  NY  10007. 

No.  MC  126822  (Sub-No.  40  TA) ,  filed 
April  6,  1971.  Applicant:  PASSAIC 

GRAIN  AND  WHOLESALE  COMPANY, 
INC.,  Post  Office  Box  23,  Passaic,  MO 
64777.  Applicant’s  representative:  Elden 
Corban  (same  address  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Hides,  (1)  from 
Denver  and  Greeley,  Colo.,  to  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif.,  and  San  Antonio,  Fort 
Worth,  and  Houston,  Tex.,  (2)  from 
Scottsbluff,  Nebr.,  to  San  Antonio,  Tex., 
and  (3)  Albert  Lea,  Minn.,  St.  Joseph, 
Mo.,  and  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa;  to  San 
Antonio,  Tex.,  for  150  days.  Supporting 
shippers:  Kaufman  Trading  Corp.,  15 
Park  Row,  New  York,  NY  10038; 
N.  Treitel  Co.,  Inc.,  244  West  30th  Street, 
New  York,  NY  10001;  Southwest  Wool 
&  Hide  Co.,  3600  North  Grove,  Post  Office 
Box  4222,  Fort  Worth,  TX  76106.  Send 
protests  to:  John  V.  Barry,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Bureau  of  Operations,  1100  Federal 
Office  Building,  911  Walnut  Street,  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  MO  64106. 

No.  MC  127689  (Sub-No.  42  TA) ,  filed 
April  6,  1971.  Applicant:  PASCAGOULA 
DRAYAGE  COMPANY,  INC.,  701  East 
Pine  Street,  Post  Office  Box  987,  Hat¬ 
tiesburg,  MS  39401.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walley  Fondaw  (same  address 
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as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Antipollution  systems,  equipment  and 
parts;  liquid  cooling  and  vapor  condens¬ 
ing  systems,  equipment  and  parts;  envi¬ 
ronmental  control  and  protective  system, 
equipment  and  parts,  and  equipment 
materials  and  related  supplies  used  in 
the  installation  thereof,  moving  on  flat¬ 
bed  equipment  in  truckload  lots  on  vol¬ 
ume  minimum  weights  only,  from  the 
plantsite  warehouse  and  shipping 
facilities  of  Defiance  Corp.  at  Picayune, 
Miss.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Georgia,  all  points  in  Florida  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  319,  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  Tennessee,  and  all  points  in 
Texas  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  281 
extending  from  Oklahoma-Texas  State 
line  to  San  Antonio,  Tex.,  thence  on  and 
east  of  Texas  State  Highway  16  to  the 
Texas-Mexico  border,  and  on  return  to 
transport  damaged,  rejected,  or  refused 
shipments  of  such  commodities  to  the 
point  of  origin,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Defiance  Co.,  Division  of  Davis 
Industries,  Inc.,  Picayune,  Miss.  39466. 
Send  protests  to:  Alan  C.  Tarrant,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Room  212,  145  East  Amite  Building, 
Jackson,  MS  39201. 

No.  MC  129107  (Sub-No.  6  TA),  filed 
April  6, 1971.  Applicant:  R.  H.  HARDING 
CO.,  INC.,  100  Centre  Drive,  Rochester, 
NY  14623.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Raymond  -A.  Richards,  23  West  Main 
Street,  Webster,  NY  14580.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Used  automobiles,  in  sec¬ 
ondary  movements,  in  truckaway  service, 
restricted  against  the  handling  of  ship¬ 
ments  (1)  for  automobile  manufactures; 
(2)  having  an  immediately  prior  or  sub¬ 
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sequent  movement  by  rail;  or  (3)  moving 
on  Government  bills  of  lading,  from 
Manheim,  Pa.,  and  Bordertown,  N.J.,  to 
Rochester,  N.Y.,  and  between  Rochester, 
N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Butler  and  Corry,  Fa.,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shippers:  West  Side  Motors,  Inc., 
666  Broad  Street,  Rochester,  NY;  Gar¬ 
land  Motors,  469  Hague  Street,  Roches¬ 
ter,  NY;  Royal  Motors,  359  Mount  Hope 
Avenue,  Rochester,  NY;  Lipary  Motors, 
991  Broad  Street,  Rochester,  NY ;  Doreen 
Motors,  331  East  Linden  Avenue,  East 
Rochester,  NY.  Send  protests  to:  Morris 
H.  Gross,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  Room  104,  301  Erie  Boulevard 
West,  Syracuse,  NY  13202. 

No.  MC  133863  (Sub-No.  3  TA)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  March  23,  1971,  published 
Federal  Register,  issue  of  April  1,  1971, 
and  republished  as  corrected  this  issue. 
Applicant:  FRANK  MURPHY  CON¬ 
TRACT  CARRIER,  INC.,  730  Richmond 
Terrace,  Staten  Island,  NY  10301.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  B. 
Pepper,  174  Brower  Avenue,  Edison,  NJ 
08817.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  building  materials), 
in  containers  and  trailers  which  have  a 
prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  water, 
between  the  ports  of  Baltimore,  Md.,  Bos¬ 
ton,  Mass.,  New  York,  N.Y.,  as  defined  in 
49  CFR  1070.1,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shippers:  American 
Export  Freight,  Inc.  (Agent  for  American 
Export  Isbrandtsen  Lines) ,  26  Broadway, 
New  York,  NY  10004;  and  Prudential- 
Grace  Lines,  Inc.,  1  Whitehall  Street, 
New  York,  NY  10004.  Note:  The  purpose 
of  this  republication  is  to  clarify  the 
commodities  to  be  transported,  and  to 
add  an  additional  shipper,  inadvertently 
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omitted  from  previous  publication.  Send 
protests  to:  District  Supervisor  Paul  W. 
Assenza,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Bureau  of  Operations,  26  Federal 
Plaza,  Room  1807,  New  York,  NY  10007. 

No.  MC  135456  TA,  filed  April  6,  1971. 
Applicant:  ENDICOTT  OVERSEAS  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  555  West  33d  Street,  New 
York,  NY  10001.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Robert  J.  Gallagher,  1776  Broad¬ 
way,  New  York,  NY  10019.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Used  household  goods,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Nassau  County,  Ulster 
County,  Suffolk  County,  Westchester 
County,  Dutchess  County,  Putnam 
County,  Rockland  County,  and  Orange 
County,  N.Y.;  Essex,  Berger,  Hudson, 
Passaic,  Union,  Middlesex,  Monmouth, 
Morris,  Sussex,  Ocean,  Mercer,  Somerset, 
Hunterdon,  and  Burlington  Counties, 
N.J.;  Fairfield,  Litchfield,  New  Haven, 
Hartford,  and  Middlesex  Counties,  Conn. 
Restriction :  The  service  authorized 
herein  is  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  traffic  having  a  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  in  containers,  beyond  the 
points  authorized  and  further  restricted 
to  the  performance  of  pickup  and  de¬ 
livery  service  in  connection  with  pack¬ 
ing,  crating,  and  containerization,  or  un¬ 
packing,  uncrating,  or  decontainerization 
of  such  traffic,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Overseas  Expediters,  Inc.,  16 
Beaver  Street,  New  York,  NY  10004.  Send 
protests  to:  Paul  W.  Assenza,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  26  Fed¬ 
eral  Plaza,  New  York,  NY  10007. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.71-5403  Filed  4-16-71;  8:49  am] 
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